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SUMMARY 


1.      ADMINISTRATIVE  ACTION . 

Action:    Final  -  Combination  Environmental/Section  4(f)  Statement. 
2r_  PUOJJvCT  DESCRIPTION  . 

The  project,  located  in  Mineral  County,  begins  approximately  6.4  miles  west 
of  St.  Regis,  Montana  and  extends  to  a  point  approximately  1.3   miles  east  of 
St".  Regis.    The  proposed  project  consists  of  7.7  miles  of  4-lane  interstate  high- 
way and  includes  two  interchanges,  a  rest  area,  two  grade  separations,  six 
minor  river  crossings,  one  major  river  crossing,  and  associated  auxiliary  roads. 
The  highway  alignment  follows  the  St.  Regis  River  canyon  fco   approximately 
j  '  •„     6 .* 8 -miles » "."For  the  remainder  of  the  projc>*cT*'l^iigth,4jK^-'aligjnpejut.travQi*=ses 
i  f'V-i   !**?'■'  'J-j'^Jpol  jfj.lTk^rdj^deivh  \j£  pip  •;C^-.i:T"'K§i:Jo  \ivh'fj:f  ■;'-.;  X-'y.:;c>h'v  -?'■$*£  'P'"'"".;''C'*?-'):®  '•'.•     ■ 

'.'■''■  "•••."' ■'■""•(/rT;lre  align mVrrt 'of  the  projoetdias  "been  designed  tt)V;mihimiz&'colrstruc^ioii  • 
**  .  :  ' •.     scares,  a'nd;.river  •c1tet!neVeh£r©ap!m^ah):s.  .while  ;_pf oylcUng  a  ,saje\.  '•tQsl^'^rfd.-e.ftvdeiil 

.-■'a        trairsporraito-n  faojJity.  "'■"*  '•'      '"■.'■"■  '  *•  *     •     ■'•'■     '■■*'*     '  ■■'■•y- 

Recreation  access  ramps,  interchanges,  and  auxiliary  access  roads  have 
been  included  in  the  project  to  maintain  local  recreation,   residential,  and  busi- 
ness traffic  patterns. 

A  detour  has  been  provided,    by  paving  the  existing  Camel's  Hum]!  Road; 
to  maintain  traffic  flows  during  most  of  the  construction  period. 


. 


3^ S [JMMA R Y  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS . 

The  project  will  require  relocation  of  a  number  of  businesses  and  residences. 
A  dedicated  park  in  St.  Regis  will  be  replaced-  Access  to  and  from  the  interstate 
highway  will  bo  controlled. 

Impacts  on  the  natural  environmental  will  include  some  loss  of  vegetation 
and  big  game  winter  range,  encroachments  and  channel  changes  on  the  St.  Regis 
River,  and  changes  in  the  natural  topography-fo  form  highway  excavations  and 
embankments.    These  impacts  imply  associated  impacts  such  as  loss  of  natural 
big  game  trails,  temporary  impacts  on  fish  and  other  aquatic  life,  etc.     Project 
design  will  improve  the  beauty  and  fish  production  capacity  of  the  St.  Regis  River 
by  restoring  a  portion  of  the  i  ivor  to  its  natural  channel. 

Completion  of  the  project  will  result  in  a  fast,  safe,  and  efficient  transpor- 
taiion  facility  for  the  use  of  the  general  public.  C> 

4.      ALTERNATIVES  CONSIDERED.  "',[■ 

During  preliminary  studies,  the  Camel's  Hump  route  was  considered  as 
a  possible  interstate  corridor.    Economic,  efficiency,  and  environmental  consider- 
ations indicated  that  the  St.   Regis  River  canyon  route  would  be  more  favorable 
than  the  longer  Camel's  Hump  route  which  involves  steep  grades  and  a  relatively 
high  mountain  pass. 

Subsequently,  location  studies  involving  several  different  alignments  through- 
out the  length  of  the  project  and  ro\isions  during  plan  development  determined 
that  the  proposed  alignment  is  the  most  favorable  alignment  within  the  canyon. 


Separated  and  median  alignments  were  considered  in  some  areas  within  the 
project.     Alternates  considering  river  clianneJ   restoration  were  also  studied  near 
Two  Mile  Interchange.    Several  alternate  alignments  in  and  around  the  Town  of 
St.  Regis  were  considered. 
h.     REVIEW  OF  DRAFT  STATEMENT. 

Comments  were  requested  and  received  from  the  following  Federal.,  State,      _ 
and  local  agencies: 

a.  United  States  Post  Office  -  St.  Regis  Postmaster 

b.  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation 


c. 


d. 


f. 


United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest  Service 

State  of  Montana,   Department  of  Fish  and  Game 

Environmental  Protect  ion  Agency 

Department  of  the  Army,  Seattle  District,  Corps  of  Engineers        i    ?.'i 

U.  S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Federal  Highway  Administration 


h.  U.  S.  Department  of  Transportation 

i.  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Soil  Conservation  Service 

j.  Department  of  1  leasing  and  Urban  Development 

k.  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Mines 

1.  State  of  Montana,  Slate  Department  of  Health 

m.  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  Geological  Survey,  Water 

Resources  Division 

n.  U.  S.  Department  of  Transportation,  United  States  Coast  Guard 


o. 


U.  S.   Department  ol  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 


The  comments  that  were  relative  to  the  environmental  impact  statement 
and  a  discussion  oT  the  comments  are  presented  on  the  following  pages. 

Letter  No.    1 

United  Slates  Post  Office 
Ce<  il  I*'.   Mac  Dona  id 
Post  master 
St.  Regis,  Montana    59 866 

Comment:    Mr.  MacDonald  believes  that  fishermen  will  use  the  10-foot  shoulder 


on  the  eastbound  lane  for  parking  while  fishing  su  c.t-  there  is  no  Fence  to  stop 
them.     He  also  requests  more  study  on  the  Little  Joe  Road,     lie  suggests  a  cost 
comparison  of  the  Little  Joe  Head  grade  separation  versus  an  interchange  at  Little 
Joe  head.     (Signed:  Cecil  P..  MacDonald,  Post.ma.stcr) 

Discus  si  oii :     The  comments  above  were  brought  up  subsequently  at  the  Public 
Hearing  held  in  St*.  Regis  July  29,   1971.     It  was  stated  at  that  time 'that  the  distance 
between  die  St.  Regis  Interchange  and  the  Little  Joe  grade  separation  is  too  short 
to  allbw  for  adequate  signing  should  interchanges  be  constructed  at  both  locations. 

It  was  also  noted  that  although  logging  traffic  will  have  to  come  through  St.  Regis 

*. 
to  use  Little  Joe  Road,  the  mainline  traffic  will  not  be  coming  through  St.  Regis. 

Therefore  the  traffic  load  through  town  will  be  substantially  Jess  than  presently 

experienced. 

Letter  No.  2 

United  Stales  Department  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Reclamation 
Regional  Office,  Region  1 
P.  O.  Pox'  8008 
Hoise..  Idaho    83707. 


Comments:    It  was  suggested  that  more  detail  be  provided  concerning  the  rail- 
road relocation  since  this  would  generally  have  a  major  effect  on  the  canyon's 
ecology,     it  was  also  suggested  that  additional  discussion  would  be  desirable  to 
support  the  conclusion  that  there  would  lie  no  irreversible  or  irretrievable  com- 
mitments of  resources-     (Signed:     !L  '!'.   Nelson,   Regional  Director). 
Discussion:  The  environmental  impact  statement  has  been'  revised  and  expanded 
to  include  more  detail  on  both  of  the  items  mentioned  above. 
Letter  No.   3 

United  Stales  Department  of  Agi  iculture 

Forest  Service 

Region  One 

Missoulaj  Montana    59801 

Comments :    It  was  stated  that  Little  Joe  Road  has  more  significance  than  the 

Two  Mil'e'Jioad.     Mention  was  made  that,  altlioirgh  d\:  rn{>ih;g*  of  si ideijnatej:feL"L,*.drn' ;'•'/; 

the  railroad  tracks  into  the  river  had  been*ajn£u}iUui£jiVcevpr.acticev.,it!'sllouJ'd'Viot  '-''/>• 

be  tjxp^cted  to  occur  in  -i he*  future  wfth' s'ebarajed  traffic  panes'.    It  was  pointed-  •"•/';,'. 

out  that  tlje  acreage  taken  , Tor  highway  consjjruction  jls,  big.  game  winter'. range        ,    \. 

and  therefore  is  of  greater  significance  than  indicated  in  the  draft  environmental 

report.    Seeding  and  fertilizing  were  recommended  at  the  earliest  stage  that 

construction  will  allow.    It  was  suggested  that  some  irreversible  and  irretrievable 

commitments  of  resources  would  occur.    If  was  stated  that  the  recommendation 

to  put  the  St.  Regis  River  back  into  the  original,  abandoned  channel  near  Two 

Mile  Interchange  was  appreciated.     (Signed:     for  Sieve  Yurich,  Regional  Forester) 


Discussion:    The  discussion  of  Little  Joe  Road  and  its  present  status  has  been 
expanded  to  indicate  Future  planned  improvement!?.    The  discussion  on  dumping 
slide  material  from  the  railroad  tracks  into  the  river  must  have  been  misinter- 
preted,   There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  maintenance  practices  of  the  rail- 
road would  be  influenced  by  the  fact  thai  the  interstate  highway  will  have  separated 
traffic  lanes. 

The  comment  on  the  significance- of  the  land  in  the  canyon  bottom  is  well 
taken.    The  final  statement  has  been  revised  to  indicate  the  significance  of  this 
acreage  as  big  game  winter  range. 

The  final  environmental  impact  statement,  has  been  revised  to  indicate  that 

seeding  and  fertilizing  will  be  done  at  the  earliest  practical  stage  of  construction. 

The  section  of  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitments  of  resources 
<■ 

has  been  expanded  to  include  comments  on  commitments  and  the  significance 
of  the  commitments. 

Letter  No.   4 

State?  of  Montana 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Helena,  Montana    59601 

Comments :    The  significance;  of  the  land  in  the  canyon  bottom  as  presented  in  the 
draft  statement  was  questioned.     The  validity  and  logic  of  the  discussion  on  pro- 
jected fish  repopulation  in  areas  of  the  river  subject  to  channel  changes  was  also 
questioned.     (Signed:    Ralph  W.  Uoland,  Assistant  Chief ,  Environmental  Resources 
Division)  .  > 


Discussion:  As  mentioned  in  the  discussion  For  Letter  No.  3,  the  comment  on 


the  significance  of  the  land  in  the  canyon  bottom  is  well  taken.    The  final  state- 
ment has  been  revised  to  indicate  the  significance  of  litis  land. 

The  discussion  on  fish  ropopulation  in  (lie  draft  state mcnl   may  have  been 
somewhat  confusing.    This  discussion  is  well  documented  by  extensive  surveys 
made:  by  a  United  States  Forest  Service  biologist  and  other  reports  by  the  U.  S. 
Forest  Service.    Data  Furnished  by  the  Montana  fash  and  Game  Department  on 
May  37,   1971  refers  to  the  U.  S.  Forest  Service  study  and  apparently  concurs 
with  the  report.    Surveys  by  the  Fish  and  Game  Department  "that  were  apparently 
made  independently  of  the  U.  S.  Forest  Service  survey  tend  to  substantiate  the 
claim  that  fish  reproduction  in  channel  changed  areas  would  be  loss  than  in 
"  e  '."-naturally.  Formed  -portions  ol  it^streap-w  -/Vjierc  re  !.h)suffic;'eji<.df>ta  hqweVef,    ._     ,".*..     ■ 

■!"•  ^~'\ Ce\-.v-  ■; -•> ::•..  v  *.'t ;■•; 'h'-\: •'■■  •  is?. '•"•**•"•■  V"-s-.'-> •..":  '/•■  l •■■:i':'  ■*i- :. v:  :•  '*;■  *?■.!?  ■'•*: '••  ■*-••;  '?'*•$?  ? *&' 

;/cp..U)  extablisiiPa  'j&1iO:-£r'cu'^  Vh'vV 

.-'.:'  ; material  aYai.ia.blo  Yro'i'n  ■|hw  y  is.li  aji(J- GajyiSdic'jxij^nvcn'i  ,  the£sp  i^  novKQasoudo    .-    „-\  ';  •?.■'«; 
cbaiVjfd  the'  discussion-  on  fish  ropop'ulat  ion.'  '  ■  *'  '        "*    *       "'    -  '.*•    •  •     '  *. :      '•  * 

Since  submittal  of  the  draft  statement,  alternate  B,  the  relocation  of  the 
river  to  the  original  channel  has  been  determined  to  be  the  most  favorable  alternate 
and  is  now  the  proposed  alignment.    The  discussion  concerning  fish  repopulation 
i.s  therefore  of  minor  significance  since  only  750  feet  of  the  river  other  than  the 
change  at  Two  Mile  will  bo  channel  changed.    According  to  the  U.  S.  Forest  Service 
projections,  the  restored  channel  at  Two  Mile  should  support  about  5!,4  times 
as  many  fish  as  the  existing  channel. 


Lode i   No,  5 

Ri ivironmont  al  i5i  oi octi 01 1  A genry 
Region  V  1 1 1 

Suite-",   900,    I8()0  Lincoln  Street 
Denver,  Colorado    80203 


Comments:    'Ihere  was  a  question  as  to  the  ability  o1  Si.  Regis  to  provide  public 
services  !or  potential  commercial  development  near  interstate  access  control 
points,     it  was  recommended  that  adequate  measure'';  be  taken  to  prevent  buds, 


o 


iis,  greases,  bituminous  materials,  concrete  and  other  deleterous   materials' 


from  entering  waterways  within  the1  construction  vicinity.     It  was  further  rerom- 
mended  that  the  Montana  Department  of  Highways  have  a  contingency  plan  to 
specify  courses  of  action  should  a  spi!3  occur.     It  was  noted  that  all  possible  steps 
should  be  taken  to  minimize  turbidity  in  .the  streani  due.  to  construction.     It  Was 
iaJs&liie'iViaonocbji  iaV-i^qt.bf*  ib'of  .sabi>a  i'-y^wyst  <  ;^dts]ibsaJ  vllo-VH  s^ussed;  an'd')Tiea.su  hbs ; 
bejaj^en^te:  rbdlubbi^  -' 

the.?-  n&slbr^tiVftjoT:^^^  •■  ,;;o "0 . 

Mile  interchange  wa.s  also  statcxb,    (Signed:  .  Donafd  P.  -DuHois,   Acting  Regional 
Administrator  5 

Discussion:  Tlie  draft  statement  indicated  dial  commercial  development  could 
be  expected  to  concentrate  vis  closely  as  possible  to  interstate  access  points. 
This  statement  should  not  be  misinterpreted  thai  the  interstate  will  create  new 
commercial  development  possibilities,  for  this  is  net  necessarily  true.    There 
is  no  reason  to  believe  thai  the  growth  rate  or  die  public  service  demands  on 
die  Town  of  St.  Regis  would  be  significantly  increased  by  tic-  construction  of  the 
interstate  highway,  except  during  construction  periods. 

-8- 


The  draft  statement  regarding  (ho  tendency  of  coin  mere  fa]  development  near 
{joints  of  interstate  access  merely  indicates  that  should  further  commercial 
development  occur  it  would  most  likely  occur  near  the  St.  Regis  Interchange 
which  is  the  present  general  location  o!  most  of  the  St.  Regis  businesses. 

The  section  "Steps  Taken  if)  Minimise-'  Harm"  has  been  expanded  to  discuss 
standard  treatments  for  disposal  or  spillage  of  construction  materials.,  fuels, 


sanitary  wastes  and  other  deleterious  materials.     This  section  has  also  bee 


?en 


expanded  to  include  water  pollution  control  methods. 

Letter  \'o.   6 

Department  of  the  Army 

Seattle  District,  Corps  of  Engineers 

15  \')  Alaskan  Way  South 

.Seattle  4  Washington.,  98134     .  .7.       :•        ..;. 


;  'CA>rii-]hehfs'',:-'^'  -''y-us'  in<Jlc.at.ed^fjat  .fy  7  h7- detail  j-ccfa7Tmg'  ■Vhai.'ih'el  feljarig'es'r.n'bod  r  ■■•  '■'+'/■■',:' 

{. ffqws  1  and. chaihjvej..  ctjpacity.' woO-1 d j9^-r%"j^i^^|J^ef6'r.e  v-poh$.bsi&t)%  coii/d, be-iieac-hed  ;.  •*'*•'•' 
■  '•<,.' ,:  \7?v ;*,  '•',*/."'"    "'■'''rs'**i'\  •**"..*;    ".■■  V'"'-V)'  .'•  ';."*V*'  •',  v"'  '*"',.  ■•""    ■f!"'»"-  •*  '«.**."•''.'    «  "*.-"  •'.*  ,"'  "\-;  •'•'* 

*c/kK:DrMu§"tfy<>J\fi/^  '■■■'■'  '?/■':■• 

,  pi  -.the  projcx.t  werpindicqte.d  as  being  not.  mentioned-     (Signed,:-  Hv.W...  Muu&on,  ,. « 

Lti  Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers,  Deputy  District-  Engineer) 
Discus  si  op:  The  final  statement  has  been  revised  to  indicate  the  impact  of  the 
interstate  on  flood  flows.    The  purpose  of  the  project  is  noted  in  several  places 
throughout  the  final  statement. 


-9- 


Letter  No.  7 

U.S.   Department  of  Transportation 
Federal  I  lighway  Adminishrnt  ion 
222  S.   W.   Mori  ison  Si  rod 
Portland,  Oregon    97201 

Comments:    h  was  noted  Hint,  the  aerial  mosaic  maps  attached  to  Hie  draft  were 
of  poor  quality.    Relocation  possibilit ie.--.  for  the  8  residences  and  5  businesses 
that  will  be  moved  should  be  discussed.    The  environmental  impact  of  Camel's 
Hump  Road  used  as  a  dolour  should  be  discussed.    The  environ  mental  impacts 
that  the  Camel's  Hump  Road  would  present  as  an  interstate  location  should  also 
be  discussed.     It  was  noted  dial  Section  4    (f)  discussion  should  be  submitted  with 
the  environmental  statement.    The  environmental  impacts  of  the  Clark  Fork  river 
crossing  should  be  presented.     (Signed:     L  C.   Lloyd,  Regional  Environmental 
Coordinator)  • 

.Discussion^     The  aerial  mosaic  maps  will  be  reproduced  by  a  different  method 
to  provide  greater 'clarity.    The  relocation  possibilities  for  the  displaced  residences 
and  businesses  have  been  presented  in  the  final  environmental  statement.    Envi- 
ronmental impacts  of  the  Camel's  Hump  Road  used  as  an  alternate  interstate 
alignment  are  presented  within  the  final  statement.     The  environmental  impacts 
of  the  Camel's  Hump  Road  used  as  a  detour  can  be  found  in  the  final  environmental 
impact  statement  for  the  Drcxef  Fast-West  project,  190-1(12)    22.    The  required 
4(f)  statement  is  being  submitted  with  this  statement.  -Environmental  impacts 
ol  the  Clark  Fork  river  crossing  are  included  also. 


letter  No.  8 

V .  S.  Department  of  Transportation 

Office  oi  the  Secretary 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Ruvironinont  &  Urban  Affairs 

Comments:    It  was  noted  that  the  final  environmental  impact  statement  should 

include  a  section  4(f)  covering  parklands  and  National  Forest  lands.     (Signed: 

for  Herbert  F.  DeSiinone,  Assistant    Secretary  for  Environment  and  Urban  Systems) 

Discussion:   A  section  4(f)  has  been  included  covering  the  items  as  requested 

above 

Letter  No.  9 

United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
Soil  Conservation  Service 
Washington,  D-C.     20250 

*£.o  i  n  rney  t  s :    li  j,Vp  s  Vole  &,  ti  i  {.it . .  tl(e  fir  a  ft  en^'i  cei  i  m  e  u  t.-a'J ;  kn*.j  )'a  ^:'|_tat  e  ment  Jw  a  s  •  r  e\d  <  ;\v  ajcj  *\  ..v 

Cahd^rV:w^^ 

■  j&tra'wr, ) ";  *•.>>*  ••';  {'  •  '••'.;/<  ^  \  <r'  '.}{  .•'''.'':.'*  '*:'v  V  Ae  -..'  :-. '  "C>r  ;.'{;*' *''"••"  V; /.•'■''   "v';  :•>.;"' 
DiscuS^'ion:  "Since- there  wore  no'  c'oihineiVt  s  it  Is  ass'tnnecTthat  the  "dr'aft  statement    •    •  .•: 

was  acceptable , 

Letter  Ao.    10 

Department  of  flensing  and  Urban  Development 

Federal  1  in  doing 

19th  and  Stout  Streets 

Denver,   Colorado    80202 

Comments:    It  was  noted  that  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  had  been 
reviewed  and  there  was  no  basis  for  reservations  or  comments  with  regard  to 


any  adverse  impact  thai  the  project  might  have  on  the  urban  environ 


men; . 


- 1 1  - 


(Signed:    Robert  J.  Maluschck,  Special  Assistant) 
Pi  sen  isi-;  ion:   None1 
Letter  No.   1  1 

Unilcd.SUit.es  Department  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Mines 

Intel* mountain  Field  Operation  Center 
Building  20,  Denver  Federal  Center 
Denver,   Colorado    80225 


Com iTients :    The  Bureau  of  Mines  has  reviewed  the  draft  statement  and  has  no 
objection  to  the  statement  as  written.     (Signed:    O.  M.  Bishop,  Chief,  Intei- 


mounu 


ntain  Field  Operation  Center) 


Discussion:  None 

Lettcn-  No.    12 

State  of  Montana 

State  Depart m«n1  »f  Health 

Helena,  Montana    50601 

Comment :    The  draft  statement  was  reviewed  and  found  to  be  satisfactory. 

(Signed:  Donald  G.  Will  cms,  Chief,  Water  Pollution  Control  Section) 

Disc i is ?i on:  N o 1 1 e 

Letter  No.    1  3 

United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

Geo! og ical  Su rvey 

Water  Resources  Division 

Denver  Federal  Center 

Denver,  Colorado    80225 

Comments :    The  Geological  Survey,  Water  Resources  Division,  acknowledged 

receipt  of  the  draft  Fnvironmental  Statement  and  noted  that  their  Montana  District 
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Office  in  Helena  would  reply.     (Signed:     Hugh  II-  Hudson,  Staff  Hydroiogist) 
Discussion:  There  has  been  no  reply  from  the  Montana  District  Geological  Survey 
offices,  therefore  it  is  assumed  that  the  draft  statement  has  been  found  to  be 
satisfactory, 
hotter  No.    14 

U.  S.  Department  of  Transportation 
United  States  Coast  Guard 
Commander 

Thirteenth  Const  Guard  District 
618  Second  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington    98104 

Comments:    The  draff  statement  has  been  reviewed  and  the  project  will  have 
no  foreseeable,  significant  impact,  on  the  U.  S.   Coast  Guard  programs. 
■  (Signed:    J  J.  McClelland,  Rear  Admiral ,  U.  S.  Coast  Guard) 
Discussion:    None'  •   *•.  ... 

Letter  No.   15  .  •   ". 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 
■Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 
"Pacific  Northwest  Region 

1 .0.6.0  S ec:  o ml  A  v  e nu  e 

Seattle,  Washington    98104 


»        .  • 


.Comments:    It  was  suggested  that  more  than  three  access  points  be  provided  for 
access  to  the  St.  Regis  River.     The  environmental  impact  of  taking  the  parkland 
within  St,  Regis  should  be  more  thoroughly  discussed  in  various  sections  of  the 
statement,     h  was  indicated  thai  several  pertinent  items  should  be  included  in 


he  Section  4{i).  statement.     (Signed:    Maurice  H.  Lundy,  Regional  Director) 
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Discussion :    Natural  and  mamnade  restrictions  will  not  allow  for  providing  more 
than  tli r oo  river  access  points*     In  fact,  if  has  been  determined  that  one  of  the 
three  access  points  previously  proposed  will  be  eliminated  due  to  insufficient 
room  for  development,  safety  hazards,  and  high  environment  impacts. 

A  more  thorough  discussion  of  the  treatment  of  parkland  in  St.  Regis  is  included 
in  the  final  statement.    Suggestions  on  preparation  of  the  4(f)  section  have  been 
given  due  consideration. 

Other  agencies  that  were  requested  to  comment  but  from  which  we  received 

no  comment  are : 

a.      Montana  Soil  Conservation  Committee 

ATTENTION:       O.  M.  Uelandp  Executive  Secretary 
Room  224  •  . 

Mitchell  Building  .  ' 

Helena,  Montana  5960] 

•  * 

P.      Montana  Department  of  Planning  and  Economic  Development 
ATTENTION:        Mr.  Perry  F.  Roys,  -  Executive  Director 

Capitol  P.  C.   (1716  9th) 
Helena,  Montana    59601 

e»      Montana  Water  Resources  Hoard  " 

■ATTENTION:        Mr.  Douglas  Smith,  Director 
Mitchell  Building 
Helena,  Montana    59601 

d.  Montana  Council  of  Natural  Resources  and  Development 

ATTENTION:         Mr.   Richard  E.  Mayer,   Landscape  Architect 
Room  420,  Mitchell  Building 
Helena,  Montana    59601 

e.  Stale  Council  of  Natural  Resources 

'ATTENTION;        Mr.  George  T.  McGaffick,  Coordinator 
Sam  V.  Mitchell  Building 
Helena,  Montana    59601 


i  A  ■- 


U      Board  of  County  Commissioners 
Mineral  County 
,  Superior,  Montana    59872 

g*      Mrs.  Anna  J  Murphy 

Superintendent  of  Schools 
Superior,  Montana    59872 

h.      Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Research  Service 
M2  West  13th  Avenue 
Helena,  Montana    5960  1 

ii      Rural'  Electrification  Administration 
Rainbow  Western  Hotel 
Great  Falls,  Montana    59401 

jb      Department  of  Agriculture 
Dr.  T;  C;  Byerly 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Washington,  D.  C:     20250 

ki     Federal  Power  Commission  .  .  ,. 

555  Bafery  Street  '.•"?'   ">  '•/.•••■' A 

S an  Fr a j i c i s c  o ,  C a  1  i  f  o r 1 1 i  a    94111  • " %  .,'.,.■  •'  •       '  ._..•'  "v  •  • . 

,  ■•';•  \.. '  •  .-•>•'•"■"■' 

U      Department  of  Healthy  Education  and  Welfare/-"  ;>■;";*•  • 

-  Environmental  Health  Service  and  National. .institute  of  Environments 
Health  &. Sciences  ..."*''  '. 

7  West  6th  Avenue 
Helena,  Montana    59601 

m.     Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Federal  Building 
316  North  26th  Street.    . 
Billings,  Montana    59101 

)),.    National  Pai~k  Service 
.  1709  Jackson  Street 
Omaha,  Nebraska    68J02 

o*    ■  Economic  Development  Administration 
4  15  First  Avenue  North 
Seattle,  Washington    98109  ,  •  • 
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6 . PUB  LI  C_  H  EAR  IK  OS 

A  location  public  hearing  was  held  in  St  .  Regis,  Montana  on  June  28,  1966. 
Discussion  at  that  time  indicated  a  strong  preference  for  locating  the  St.  Regis 
interchange  o]>posite  LAS  461. 

The  design  public  hearing  for  the  St.  Regis  East-West  project  and  the  Drexel 
East-West  Project  was  held  in  St.  Regis  on  July  29,  1971.  The  questions  arising 
at  the  design  public  hearing  were: 

a.  Mr.  Ed  Samson,  a  local  businessman,  indicated  that  he  preferred  a 
former  St.  Regis  Interchange  location  proposal  that  placed  the  crossroad  near 
the  junction  of  the  existing  U.  S.    10  and  Camel  Hump  Road. 

it  was  explained  that  the  proposed  location,  opposite  FAS  461,  would  create 
less  safety  hazard-;  promote  better  traffic  flow  patterns,  and  be  more  economical 
than  the  alternate ,'%A* lyD  preferred.    Mr.  Samson  had  no. further-  comments  and 
appeared  to  be  satisfied  with  the  explanation.  •.;-'-'>-:  •:  ■.;  '„*•'•; 

b.  Mr.  Dale  Sverdston,  of  Superior,  Montana,  requested  that  more  con- 
sideration be  given  to  locating  an  interchange  at  Little  Joe  Road  in  addition  to 
the  interchange  at  St.  Regis,     lie  pointed  out  that  there  is  heavy  logging  traffic 

on  the  road  year  around,  and  that  there  are  plans  to  pave  the;  road  from  St.  Regis 
to  St.  Maries,  Idaho,,  lie  indicated  that  the  heavy  traffic  on  Little  Joe  Road  would 
have  to  come  through  St.  Regis  and  vrouid  constitute  a  hazard  and  a  distraction. 

It  was  explained  that  the  distance  from  St.  Regis  Interchange  to  Little  Joe 
Road  was  too  short  to  allow  proper  signing  between  the  interchanges.    It  was 
further  explained  that  Federal  Highway  standards  restrict  construction  of  inter- 
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the  little  Joe  traffic  will  have  to  go  through  St.  Regis,  the  mainline  traffic  on 
1-90  will  not  be  going  through  town.     Therefore,  the  actual  traffic  load  will  not 
bo  so  severe  as  might  be  expected. 

baler  a  Mr.  Tony  Pearson  also  spoke  in  favor'  of  having  an  interchange  at 
Little  loe  Road.     Me  mentioned  road  user  costs  that  would  be  higher  due  to  extra 


mileage. 

A  Mr.  Cochran  spoke  in  favor  of  the  proposed  St.  Regis  Interchange  location 
opposite  FAS  4  61  . 

c:     A  Mr.  Richard  Welsh  opposed  both  the  St.  Regis*  East-West  project  and 
the  Drexek  East- West  project  in  favor  of  an  interstate  route  over  Camel's  flump. 

It  was  explained  that  the  Camel's  Hump  route  had  been  considered  in  earlier 
Studies  and  that  economics,  efficiency,  and  maintenance  considerations  resulted 
in  discarding  tin's  route, 

Bira  Cooper  of  St.  Regis  also  questioned  whether  cost  comparisons  had  been 
made  and  if  ecological  factors  had  been  considered. 

The  cost  comparisons  were  further  discussed  and  assurances  were  made 
dial  ecological  factors  had  been  considered. 

d.      Mr.  John  Cochran  raised  a  question  about  distance  between  fishing  access 
points  on  the  St.  Regis  River.       He  mentioned  that  <"'.  lot  of  good  fishing  areas  would 
not  have  direct,  access  to  the  interstate  and  that  access  control  violations  were 
likely  to  occur,. 
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ft  was  pointed  out  that  the  fishing,  access  points  proposed  at  that  time  were 
approximately  one  mile  apart.     It  was  also  mentioned  that  the  interstate  would 
not  generally  be  fenced  since  the  only  reason  for  fencing  in  most  areas  would 
be  to  attempt. ,  to  prevent  direct  access  from  the  interstate  to  the  river.     It  was 
brought  out  that  fencing  world  probably  not  prevent- this  type  of  control  of  access 
violation  and  therefore  fencing  had  not  been  planned. 

5.      Mr.  John  Cochran  requested  that  illuminated  sign  bridges  be  installed 

i 

for  the  St,  Regis  Interchange  indicating  "Glacier  Park1'  and  "Kalispell"  exits. 

He  was  assured  that  this  would  be  considered  during  signing  plan  development. 
The  matter  was  brought  up  at  the  signing  plan  in  hand  and  it.  was  decided  that  such 
signing  would  not  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the  traveling  public. 

f.  A  question  regarding  right-of-way  and  access  was  raised  by  Shirley 
■  1  lollonbark,!?,.    Mi.Sj.."'.I:.<)is  Baker  of  the  Montana  Highway  Cornmision  thoroughly 

explained;-  the'  relocation  services  (hat  are  available. 

g.  Mr.  Charles  Jensen,  owner,  of  the  "K'amp  of  America'1  campground  near' 

* 

St.  Regis  asked  if  the  frontage  road  serving  his  property  would  be  paved,  and  if 
not,  what  were  the  criteria  for  having  it  paved. 

It  was  stated  that  the  frontage  road  would  not  be  paved  and  that  paving  is 
not  justified  unless  the  average  dally  traffic  is  100  vehicles  or  more. 

It  was  agreed  that  further  consideration  would  be  given  to  this  road.     Sub- 
sequent  findings  determined  that  paving  of  the  frontage  road  is  justifiable  and 
paving  is  therefore  planned  as  a  part  of  the  subject  project.  _  . 
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h.      Mr.  Rick  Jasper,  a  St.  Regis  business  man,  objected  to  the  location  of 
a  rest  area  at  Two  Mile  Creek  because  it  was  so  close  to  St.  Regis  and  it  would 
possibly  reduce  tourist  traffic  in  St.  Regis.    There  was  also  objection  to  the  limited 
area  available  for  rest  area  development.     After  the  public  hearing,  a  petition 
containing  21  names  in  opposition  to  construction  of  the  rest  area  was  submitted 
to  the  Montana  Highway  Department.  •     •. 

Further  consideration  has  been  given  to  the  rest  area  location  and  present 
plans  are  to  construct  with  minimum  rest  room  facilities  with  possible  future 
stage  construction.    The  area  will  be  signed  as  "Fishing  Access"  or  "River  Access-" 

All  other  comments  and  discussion  were  either  concerning  the  items  above 
or  would  not  have  any  significant  effect  on  project  design. 
7. A  V AJ.LA  13]UTX  pF_D^XSTAraMENT 

The  draft  environmental  impact  statement  was  mailed  for  inter-agency  review 

on  June,  23 ,  1971. 


SECTION  I 


INTRODUCTION 


INTRO  DUG  "I1 1  ON 

A  brief  history  of  the  development  of  transportation  systems  within  the 
St.  Regis  River  canyon  is  presented  at  this  point, to  better  acquaint  the  reader 
with  the  design  considerations  Involved  in  selecting  the  proposed  route  corridor. 

As  early  as  1875  the  St.  Regis  River  canyon  was  designated  as  a  transporta- 
tion route  corridor.    The  Northern  Pacific  Railway  received  right-of-way  grants 
from  the  USA  by  Act  of  Congress  in  .March  of  18  75.     These  right-of-way  grants 
through  the  St.  Regis  River  canyon  were  utilized  and  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway 
completed  its  line  through  the  canyon  in  1890.     Later,  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  constructed  a  railroad  line  through  the  canyon  „    The  original 
alignments  of  these  railroads  and  subsequent  alignment  revisions  changed  a  large 
■  portion  of  the  St*  Regis  River  channel. 

In  December  of  1933  a  large  flood  washed  out  parts  of  the  Northern  Pacific 
Railway  alignment.     In  January  of  1934  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  &. 
Pacific  Railway  agreed  to  joint  Use  of  their  alignment  with  the  Northern  Pacific 
Railway.-   This  agreement  has  been  in  effect  since  that  time. 

Development  of  highway  alignment  through  this  portion  of  the  St.  Regis  River 
canyon  did  not  begin  until  194  7.    Prior  to  the  Montana  Forest  Highway  Project 
8-J4K3,   known  as  Yellowstone  Trail,  the  highway    alignment  followed  a  mountain 
pass  route  over  Camel's  Hump. 

Due  to  maintenance  problems  during  winter  months,  trie  Camel's  Hump  route 
was  abandoned  in  favor  of  the  river  route.     The  river  canyon  route  which  is  the  presenl 
U.S.    10  was  completed  in  1951,  and  added  more  channel  changes  to  the  St,  Regis  Riv< 
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Preliminary  route  corridor  studies  for  this  Interstate  highway  project  were 
initiated  in  early  stages  of  Interstate  planning  in  Montana.     These  studies  deter- 
mined that  the  St.   Regis  River  canyon,   despite  the  restrictions  imposed  by  natural 
topography  and  men-made  developments,  i  s  the  most  practical  route  corridor. 

In  1968,  a  more  detailed  study  was  made  to  determine  the  most  practical       _ 

location  of  the  alignment  within  the  route  corridor.     The  location  study  was 

comprehensive  in  nature,  including  environmental  aspects  of  design  as  well 

as  engineering  and  economical  investigations. 

Final  design  has  proceeded  on  mis  project  implementing  the  recommendations 

of  the  route  and  location  studies. 

This  report  will   serve  to  clarify  questions  concerning  the  impact  that  this 
project  might  have  on  the  surrounding  environment. 
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SECTION  II 
PROJECT  DESCRIPTION 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION 

The  St.  Regis  East-West  project  is  a  4  lane,  controlled  access  interstate 
facility.  The  project  begins  about  6.4  miles  west  of  St.  Regis,  Montana,  and 
extends  easterly  a  distance  of  7.7  miles  to  a  point  1.3  miles  east  of  St.  Regis. 

This  facility  has  been  designed  in      conformance  with  the  Montana  Depart- 
ment of  Highways'  Standard  Drawings,  field  and  Office  Standards,  and  AASHO 
Standard  Specifications  for  Interstate  Highways. 

The  proposed  4  lane  facility  will  have  2  lanes  in  each  direction.     The  driving 
lanes  will  be  12  feet  wide  with  a  10  foot  outside  shoulder  and  a  4  foot  median 
shoulder. 

Approximately  6.3  miles  of  the  project  is  designed  with  eastbound  and 
westbound  lanes  on  separated  alignment.    The  distance  of  separation  varies 
from  38  feet  to  S 2. 0  feet,  eenterline  to  centerline.    Two  median  design  portions 
of  the  project  have  a  total  length  of  approximately  1  .4  miles.    The  median 
design  section  will  have  a   "New  Jersey  Turnpike."  type  of  concrete  median 
barrier.     The  opposing  roadways  will  be  separated  38  feet  centerline  to  center- 
line. 

The  minimum  design  speed  on  the  project  is  55  miles  per  hour.     The  maxi- 


mum degree  of  curvature  is  6.5  degrees  and  the  maximum  adverse  grade  is 
4 . 7  percent . 

The  proposed  alignment  will  cross  the  St.  Regis  River  in  6  different  loca- 
tions. A  river  crossing  over  the  Clark  fork  will  be  necessary  just  east  of  St. 
Regis. 


Metal  bin  wall  will  be  Installed  in  four  different  locations  in  an  effort 
to  reduce  river  encroachments. 

Approximately  1500  feet  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.   Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad  will  be  relocated. 

Local  access  facilities  will  be  provided  at  Two  Mile  interchange,  Little 
Joe  grade  separation,  St.   Regis  interchange,  Pour  Mile  Road,  and  a  grade 
separation  east  of  the  Clark  Fork  river. 

Recreation  facilities  that  will  be  provided  by  this  project  include  a  fishing 
•access  ramp  and  a  rest  area.     The  rest  area  will  be  constructed  in  conjunction 
with  the  Two  Mile  interchange. 

Channel  changes  will  be  required  in  two  locations.    The  first,  at  Two 
Mile  interchange,  will  route  the  St.   Regis  River  back  into  the  original  channel 
which  was  abandoned  in  1951,     This  channel  change  will  result  in  an  increase 
in  the  river  length  of  about  600  feet.     The  second  channel  change  is  about  one 
mile  east  of  the  Two  Mile  interchange.    Here,  the  river  will  be  changed  for 
about  850  feet.     The  net  change  in  river  length  is  approximately  25  feet  decrees 

The  details  of  the  proposed  project  are  discussed  at  greater  length  in  other 
sections  of  this  statement. 
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DESCRIPTION  OF  EXISTING  ENVIRONMENT 


DESCRIPTION  OF  EXISTING  ENVIRONMENT 

LAND  USE 

The  current  land  use  within  and  adjacent  to  the  project  is  predominately 

for  timber  production  and  recreation. 

The  St.  Regis  River  canyon  presently  accommodates  the  one  joint  alignment 
for  the  CM. ST. P.   &  PAC.   and  Burlington-Northern  Railroad,  the  present  U.S.   10, 
power  lines,  and  telephone  lines.     These  transportation  and  utility  facilities  use  up 
a  large  percentage  of  the  land  available  adjacent  to  the  St.  Regis  River  in  the  narrow 

canyon. 

The  St.  Regis  River  serves  as  a  focal  point  of  interest  for  recreation  oriented 

citizens.     Fishing,   swimming,  and    picnicking   are  among  the  activities  centered 
around  this  stream . 

Although  the  St.   Regis  River  has  never  been  a  high  production  stream  for 
.   fishing,   it  experiences  considerable  fishing  activity.     One  factor  that  has  probably 
led  to  the  low  fishing  production  on  tins  stream  is  the  extensive  channel  changes 
that  have  been  made  during  construction  of  the  railroad  and  highway.     Over  65% 
of  the  total  length  of  the  St.  Regis  River  lias  been  channel  changed  at  one  time  or 
another. 

Lands  adjacent  to  the  project  owned  by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service,  the  State 
of  Montana,  and  private  ownerships  are  used  for  timber  production.     These  same 
lands  experience  heavy  use  for  recreational  purposes  by  hunters,  campers,   fisher- 
m  e  n  ,  a  n  d  o  th  e  r  s  p  or  t  s  m  e  n  . 


Two  sites  near  the  Two  Mile  Creek  Interchange  experience  particularly  heavy 
use  as  picnic  sites  and  camping  sites.     These  sites  are  presently  badly  abused 
and  rapidly  losing  their  appeal  for  recreation  sites  as  a  result.     Since  these  sites 
are  not  owned  or  regulated  by  a  government  agency,  no  formal  picnic  facilities 
are  available.     Consequently,   due  to  lack  of  garbage  cans,  wood  supplies,  etc.; 
littering,    indiscriminate  .wood  cutting,  and  other  detrimental  activities  have  led 
to  a  deterioration  of  tire  area. 

Some  ranching  and  farming  is  done  just  west,  of  St.  Regis  in  the  lower  St.   Regis 
River  valley  and  the  Mullan  Creek  drainage.    Additional  recreational  attractions 
such  as  a  bar,  2  motels,  and  a  privately  owned  campsite  are  also  located  in 
this  area . 

Land  use  in  the  Town  of  St,   Regis  is  predominately  oriented  to  the  recreation 
and  timber  production  industries.     Other  important  land  uses  in  St.  Regis  are  for 
private  residential  dwellings  and  for  railroad  spur  lines  and  loading  docks.    An 
undeveloped  City  Park  is  also  located  in  St.   Regis.     (Sec  Section  4  (f)  discussion 
included  in  this  statement). 

Land  use  east  of  the  Clark  1  ork  nver  is  oriented  to  recreation,  timber  pro- 
duction, and  private  dwellings. 
POPULATION  AND  LAND  DEVELOPMENT 

The  area  in  which  the  project  is  located  is  quite  sparsely  populated. 

The  western  4,6  miles  of  trie  project  has  no  residential  or  commercial 
development. 

The  1.8  miles  immediately  west  of  St.   Regis  has  sparse  residential  and 
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cattle  producing  ranch,  a  bar  including  a  residential  dwelling,  a  15  unit  motel 
with  residential  dwelling,  a   "Kamp  of  America"  campsite,  and  6  other  residential 

dwellings. 

The  Town  of  St.  Regis  has  a  population  of  approximately  600.     The  population 
is  supported  by  timber  production,  tourist  and  recreational  businesses,  and 
other  businesses  necessary  to  these  primary  industries. 

Development  existing  within  the  project  limits  in  St.  Regis  include  a  15-unit 
trailer  court,  and  7  private  residential  dwellings.    An  undeveloped  park  site- 
dedicated  to  the  Town  of  St.  Regis  is  located  within  the  project  limits  just  east 
of  the  St.  Regis  River.     (Sec  Section  4  (f)  discussion  included  in   this   statement). 

Development  is  sparse  east  of  the  Clark  Fork  river  to  the  end  of  the  project. 
Development  consists  of  4  residential  dwellings  and  one  dude  ranch  with  about 
9  cabins  and  a  private  residential  dwelling, 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS  AND  ACCESS  ROADS 

The  present  U.S.   10  is  the  main  road  through  the  St.  Regis  River  canyon.    All 
auxiliary  roads  and  private  access  roads  presently  have  direct,  at-grade  crossings 
to  the  present,  highway. 

At  present,  nine  public  or  semi-public  roads  adjoin  the  present  highway.    They 


are: 


JL, ywo  Mile  Creek  Road  '   ' 

This  gravel  surfaced  road  serves  the  Two  Mile  Creek  drainage 
area  and  continues  into  the  Little  Joe  Forest  in  Idaho  where  it  connect* 
to  another  forest  road.    Two  Mile  Creek  road  experiences  year  round 
locTQinq  use  and  heavs'  seasonal  use  by  recreation  oriented  traffic. 
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2j Foraker  Road 

Foraker  Road  provides  access  to  land  owned  by  the  U.S.  Forest 
Service.     This  road  is  almost  impassible  to  passenger  cars.     Presently 
the  main  service  that  Foraker  Road  provides  is  emergency  access  to 
timbered  areas  in  case  of  forest  fire. 
3_. Little  Joe  Road 

Little  Joe  Road  is  presently  a  gravel  surfaced  road  that  provides 
access  to  Avery,  Idaho,  the  upper  St.  Joe  River  area,  and  St.,  Maries, 
Idaho.     This  road  also  experiences  heavy  logging  and  recreation  usage. 
The  Little  Joe  Road  will  be  paved  in  the.  near  future. 
4,      Access  Road  north  of  Little  J ce_Ro ad_ 

A  gfavel  access  road  about  14  feet  wide  provides  access  to  a  cattle 

•  *  *  ."    ■ 
.    t 

';"->. •  producing  ranch  and  a   "Kamp  of  America  "  campsite  on  the  north  side  of 
,-»■      /the  present  highway  approximately  1,2  miles  west  of  St,  Regis.. 

'_      5_^ Cd mel's  Hum p  Road 

Camel's  Hump  Road  is  the  old  alignment  of  U.S.   10  which  was 
abandoned  as  a  primary  route  in  1951,     The  road  is  presently  used  for 
access  to  residential  dwellings,  recreation,  and  some  commercial 
transportation.     The  Camel's  Flump  Route  has  recently  been  upgraded  to 
serve  as  a  detour  during  construction  of  the  Interstate,     This  detour  will 
be  used  during  the  spring,   summer  and  fall  months,  as  much  as  weather 
will  permit. 
JL, Cold  Creek  Road 

St.  Regis  and  Superior  on  the  south  side  of  the  Clark  For!;  river.    This 
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road  serves  farms,  residential  dwellings,  and  a  railroad  loading 
platform.     Some  recreation  traffic  also  uses  this  road, 
7_. FAS  461  (Paradt s^Cui off) 

The  Paradise  Cutoff  road  is  a  secondary  State  highway  providing 
access  between  St..   Regis  and  the  Flathead  Valley.     This  road  is  presently 
paved  for  part  of  its  length,  with  paving  of  the   entire  length  scheduled 
for  the  near  future.     Present  traffic  counts  indicate  that  approximately 
340  vehicles  per  day  use  this  road. 
8,      Local  Access  Road  east  of  Clark  Fork  River. 

A  local  gravel,  access  road  about  0.2  mile  east  of  the  Clark.  Fork 
river  provides  access  to  a  dude  ranch  with  rental  cabins  and  to  two 
other  prpperty  ownerships  south  of  the  present  highway. 
9_. Four  Mile  Road 

Four  Mile  Road  provides  access  to  residences,   farms,  and   timber 
producing  area  north  of  the  present  highway  and  east  of  Clark  Fork  river. 
This  gravel  road  has  an  average  traffic  volume  of  80  vehicles  per  day. 
In  addition  to  the  above  described  roads,  there  are  approximately  17  at -grade 
road  approaches  that  will  be  affected  by  this  project.    These  approaches  are  used 
for  fishing  access,   picnicking,   and  access  to  private  residences. 
Railroads 

The  Burlington  Northern  Railway'and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee,   St. 
Paul  and  Pacific.  Railway  have  a  joint  use  agreement  on.  the  railroad  which 
follows  an  alignment  south  of  and  approximately  parallel  to  the  St.   Regis 
River,     This  railroad  alignment  has  been  in  existence  since   1090. 
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PHYSIOGRAPHY  AND  GEOLOGY 
River  Canyon  Section 

The  western  4.6  miles  of  the  project  is  located  in  the  narrow  St.  Regis  River 
canyon.    The  sharp,  V-shaped,  restricted  valley  is  the  topographic  feature  that 
has  been  a  major  consideration  in  the  design  of  the  proposed  project. 

The  geologic  formations  in  the  study  area  are  principally  metasedirnents 
of  the  Precambrian  Belt  series,  which  include  quartzites,  argillites,  and  phylitcs. 
The  entire  region  surrounding  the  project  has  been  intensely  folded  and  faulted. 
The  main  geological  feature  in  this  area  is  the  Osburn  fault  which  runs  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  into  Northern  Idaho.. 

Within  the  project  limits,  rocks  of  the  Revett  and  Burke  Formations  show 
ev-i'dence  of  the  stresses  of  folding'and  faujfinvjy''   The  complex  fracture',  system 
produced  by  this  past  geologic* .activity  represents  planes  of  weakness. .that  must  be 
a.deisign  consideration  for  any  major  construction  in  this  area. 

The  bedrock  on  the  lower  valley  wall  sis  overlain  with  alluvium  consisting 
of  slope -debris .     An  alluvium  consisting  of  sandy  gravel  overlies  the  bedrock  of 
the  valley  floor.. 
R iver  Mouth  S e ct ion 

Approximately  1  .8  miles  west  of  St.  Regis,  the  river  canyon  widens  and  a 
somewhat  different  type  of  physiography  is  evidenced. 

Although  the  geologic  composition  of  the  materials  found  in  this  portion  of  the 
proposed  project  is  not  significantly  different  than  that  found  farther  up, the  valley, 
the  topography  and  relative  size  of  rocks  is  quite  different. 
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These  lower  reaches  of  the  St..  Regis  River  contain  small  particles  of  the 
parent  materials  winch  have  been  deposited  over  the  valley  floor.     Consequently, 
the  valley  floor  consists  mainly   of  gravel  contining  sand  and  silt,     Near  the 
outlet  of  the  St.  Regis  River  into  the  Clark's  Fork  River  more  sand,   interspersed 
with  clay  seams,   is  encountered.     The  topography  within  the  project  limits  through 
this  portion  of  the  alignment  is  generally  flat  with  sloughs  and  abandoned  river 
meanders . 
.Foot  H i lis  Section 

East  of  the  Clark1  s  For!;  River,  the  project  is  located  in  foothills.     The 
foothills  are  composed  of  lake  sediment  soils  and  contain  silts,  clays,  fine  sands 
and;  gravel . 
■',.';•.,..  .-V^V^TER  RESOURCES,  &N.D  DRAINAGE 

''%\  ,-;'  .'"  .;*,••■"'•''•'  v.-The/.-Si.y  Regis;  River  drains  approximately  303  sq.,  miles.    The  drainage  area 
►.*•»•■'.•■   ;  :' _.'corui;i;ov!'tes'  water  'to.-rriuintuin  3  flow  varying  from  50  cfs  to  13  ,000  cfs.     The  average 
'•'  '        ■'.'''    flow  of  the  St.   Regis  River  is  approximately  555  cfs.     Summer  and  autumn  months 
.      .'  "'.     usually  have  a  flow  of  100  -  250  cfs. 

Due  to  granular  nature  of  the  soils    in   this  area,  the  stream  remains  relatively- 
clear  even  during  high  flows,     Water  quality  and  temperature  are  adequate  for 
supporting  aquatic  life.    There  are  no  major  sources  of  pollution  along  the  river. 

Channel  changes  on  the  St.  Regis  River  have  changed  about  65%  of  its  length 
during  the  past  70  to  80  years.     These  channel  changes  have  resulted  in  a  river 
alignment  that  is  restricted  in  its  course,  having  few  opportunities  to  establish 
natural  meanders  end  associated  pools.  Estimates  by  U.S.F.S,   biologists  indicate 
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that  these  modified  sections  of  the  river  can  support  only  two-thirds  as  many 
fish  as  a  natural  section  of  the  stream  could  support.    They  also  indicate  that 
only  one-fourth  as  many  fish  over  six  inches  long  can  survive  in  the  modified 
section  as  in  the  natural  section. 

The  reduction  in  fish  support  potential  is  due  in  part  to  the  nature  of  the 
stream  bottom  composition.     A  uniformly  graded  rubble  or  riprap  has  generally 
been  used  in  these  channel  changes  to  prevent  erosion'.    Although  this  erosion 
protection  measure  has  been  effective,  it  is  not  conducive  to  maximizing  the 
production  of  aquatic  life. 

The  uniform  gradient  of  the  streambed  through  these  areas  is  also  partially 
responsible  for  the  low  production  capability  of  the  stream.     A   "stair-step"  stream- 
bed  profile  would  provide  pools  to  offer  rest  an4- .reproduction  areas  for  aquatic 
liic.  ..  :■"./£•  . "' 

Rooting  and  clinging  aquatic  vegetation  are-  evident  on  only  about  2  percent 
of  the  stream  bottom  in  channel  change  locations-'.    The  number  of  aquatic  inverte- 
brates found  in  the  channel  portions  of  the  river  is  lower  than  what  would  be 
expected  in  a  naturally  developed  stream. 

The  high  velocities  that  are  common  in  most  portions  of  the  St.  Regis  River 
are  also  a  result  of  channel  changes.    High  velocities  contribute  to  streambank 
erosion  and  unstable  streambeds.     Evidence  of  streambank  erosion  is  apparent 
in  many  places  within  the  project  limits. 

Maintenance  of  the  railroad  through  the  canyon  continuously  changes  small 
portions  of  the  riven  channel.     The  practice  of  removing  slide  materials  from  the 
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uphill  side  of  the  railroad  and  dumping  it  into  the  river  results  in  short  term 
as  well  as  Jong  term  detrimental  effects  on  the  water  resources.    Some  of  the 
short  term  effects  are  loss  of  stream  bank  vegetation  and  higher  turbidity-.    Longer 
term  effects  include  changes  in  the  hydraulics  of  the  stream  which  alter  natural 
stream  development  physically  and  ecologically. 

Adequate  cross  drainage  has  been  provided  on  both  the  existing  railroad  and 
highway  alignments.    Existing  construction  scars  are  evident  in  several  locations 
on  the  railroad  and  highway  alignments.    Some  of  these  scars  have  never  stabilized  , 
and  during  peak  runoff  periods  they  contribute  to  increasing  the  turbidity  of  the 
river. 

The  general  trend  through  the  years  has  been  to  modify  drainage  facjliti.es  in 

*  *  •  *  *  •  *  * 

;■';'■••      ••■';    >-\the. ;cc4v/6n  wiili'out  considera/tj..oh;of;eby;ronmeh';:ol  results/;'.  •'  £'«!,'•        "£;'.••'••       ■ '■' 

('  /•/•;  ■    .''•'■-•'/•    •  ;1'l"h*c',  we-stem. port  ion  of  tlVe;"proje6t;;,'\\'liich''ite_s-*i'n  theAft'arrow  r  Her  "canyon/,'  '■'■'''      '■[■ 
•••   ■  is  well  drained  with  little  evidence  of  stagnan't°.ponds  or  marshes.  .  Several  lochficns 

have  springs  that  run  intermittently  during  the  year. 

The  portion  of  the  project  between  St.  Regis  and  about  1  .8  miles  west  of 

St.  Regis  contrasts  with  the  river  canyon  section  of  the  project.    Here,  due  to 

< 
the  width  of  the  canyon  and  the  past  meanderings  of  the  St.  Regis  River,  there 

are  more  swamps  and  marshy  areas.    These  areas  provide  a  habitat  for  complete 

ecosystems.     As  in  any  unmanaged  ecosystem  of  this  nature,  bad  influences  as 

well  as  good  influences  arc  imposed  upon  surrounding  inhabitants.     The  insects, 

plants,  and  animals  that  thrive  in  a  marshy  environment,  are  important  links  in  the 

food  chain  of  many  animals.    However,  if  pests  become  excessive  they  are  not 
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AESTHETICS 

The  St.  Regis  River  canyon  has  all  the  elements  necessary  for  a  pleasant 
aesthetic  environment.     Mountains,  forests,   end  streams  combine  to  produce 
an  atmosphere  of  beauty  and  tranquility. 

Since  1890  when  the  first  railroad  line  was  completed  through  the  canyon, 
more  and  more  manmadc  developments  have  been  constructed  to  interrupt  and 
detract  from  the  natural  beauty.     Presently,  the  railroad,  the  present  U.S.    10, 
power  transmission  lines  and  telephone  lines  utilize  the  canyon  corridor. 

Insufficient  consideration  was  given,  to  the  environmental  impact  of  the  design, 
construction,  and  maintenance  of  these  facilities, 

Some  of  the  results  of  this  lac!;  of  consideration  are  apparent  in  the  unstable     . 
and  unsightly  e'pji  struct  ion  scars  evident  on  both  the  present  highway  and  on  the    r 
railroad  alignment-.     Other  effects  are  the  stretches  of  barren  stream  banks  and     .'.... 
the  litter  that  is'-' found  near  popular  recreation  sites  „, 
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SECTION  IV 


EVALUATION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
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EVALUATION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 

LAND  USE 

The  control  of  access  feature  that    is  a  design  requirement  for  Interstate 
highways  will  have  minor  effects  on  portions  of  the  proposed  project. 

The  effect  of  controlling  the  access  will  concentrate  recreation  in  areas 
where  regular  maintenance  of  planned  recreation  sites  will  be  available.     These 
.planned  recreation  sites  will  be  located  in  areas  that  presently  experience  heavy 
recreation  use. 

Direct  access  for  recreation  along  the  Interstate  alignment  will  be  permitted 
in  two  specific  locations.     These  locations  are  the  fishing  access  ramp  and  the 
Two  Mile  Interchange -Re  st  Area.    Access  to  the  St.  Regis  River  will  also  be 
available  at  Little  Joe  Road.    Fishing  and  picnicking  will  not  be  permitted  at 
any  location  along  the  project  that  would  utilise  direct  access  between  the  river 
and  the  interstate  mainline,, 

With  proper  location  cf  recreation  sites,  the  loss  of  direct  access  for  rec- 
reation along  the  remainder  of  the  project  is  relatively  insignificant. 

Residential,  commercial,  and  park  land  will  be  taken  for  Interstate  right-of- 
way  in  St.  Regis,    The  characteristics  of  these  properties  is  not  so  unique  as  to 
present  a  problem  in  finding  relocation  sites  for  the  residences,   businesses,  and 
the  park. 

The  use  of  lands  other  than  discussed  above  will  not  be  significantly  affected? 
since  all  existing  traffic  patterns  will  be  perpetuated  in  the  proposed  design. 
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POPULATION  AND  LAND  DEVELOPMENT 

Access  to  private  dwellings  and  recreation  attractions  in  the  St.  Regis  area 
Will  generally  result  in  the  public  traveling  a  slightly  longer  distance  to  reach 
their  destination  than  they  do  at  present.     The  control  of  access  feature  of  the 
Interstate  system  eliminates  at-grade  highway  approaches.    These  approaches 
allow  more  direct  access  to  individual  origins  and  destinations,  but  at  the  same 
time  they  constitute  a  major  safety  hazard.    The  elimination  of  these  safety 
hazards  provides  a  more  desirable  situation  to  the  general  traveling  public. 

The  control  of  access  feature  will  also  improve  land  development  patterns 
in  and  around  St.  Regis.     Commercial  development  could  be  expected  to  con- 
centrate as  close  to  the  Interstate  access  as  possible.     Concentration  of  commer- 
cial establishments  at  these  points  will  leave  more  remote  areas  available  for 
residential  areas.     This  will  help  to  eliminate  the  often  undesirable  development 
of  in t e r m  i. x e  d  r e  s  i d e  n  t i a  1  a n d  commercial  c o m  pi e x e  s  . 

Right-of-way  required  for  construction  of  the  proposed  project  will  displace 
0  residential,  dwellings  and  5  businesses.    The  businesses  include  one  15  unit 
trailer  court.,  one  machine  shop,  a.  telephone  building,  a  Montana  Power  Company 
sub-station,  and  a  dude  ranch-motel  complex  with   14  cabins,  mobii  home  hook-ups, 
and  a  lodge,    A  number  of  miscellaneous  sheds  and  garages  will  be  displaced  also. 

Standard  right-of-way  procedures  which  include  relocation  assistance 'will  be 
available  to  ail  displaced  persons  and  businesses. 

At  this  stage  personal  interviews  have  not  been  conducted  with  each,  displacee; 
therefore,  there  is  noway  of  knowing  where  they  will  relocate.    Relocation  is  left 
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to  the  choice  of  the  individuals  or  businesses  being  displaced.    This  is  usually 
resolved  during  right-of-way  negotiations.    Prior  to  negotiations,  it.  is  only 
determined  if  decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  replacement  housing  is  available  in  the 
area.    If  facilities  are  not  available,  housing  can  be  provided  by  mobile  homes 
or  construction.    Persons  and  businesses  qualifying  under  the  Relocation  Assistance 
Program  will  be  assured  of  relocation  prior  to  right-of-way  acquisition. 

Replacement  of  park  land  is  discussed  in  the  4  (f)  Section  which  is  included 
in  this  impact  statement. 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS  AND  ACCESS  ROADS 

The  proposed  project  provides  access  roads  and  frontage  roads  to  all  properties 
presently  having  access.     Direct  access,  as  exists  by  means  of  at-grade  approaches, 
will  be  eliminated.    The  four-lane  interstate  facility  will  have  controlled  access 
throughout  its  length  , 

The  interstate  facility  will  require  relocation  of  about  1500  feet  of  the  rail- 
road located  in  the  St,   Regis  canyon,     Relocation  will  require  acquisition  of 
approximately  2-1/2  acres  for  right  of  way.    Due  to  the  topography  in  the  Immediate 
area  surrounding  the  railroad  relocation,  construction  will  not  cause  significant 
environmental  impacts. 

ILLsli  ii}£Lii£f  -ul2JL.B  J121S 

A, fishing  access  ramp  has  been  provided  about  4.2  miles  west  of  St.  Regis. 
Tin's  ramp  will  provide  access  to  the  St.   Regis  River  and  will  replace  access  that 
was  previously  available  by  means  of  at-grade  turnouts.     The  ramp  will  be  a 
standard  24-foot  bituminous  surfaced  ramp. 


only  Irritating  to  human  inhabitants  in  the  area  but  they  also  cause  significant 

physical  losses  to  wild  and   domestic  animals.     These  same  areas  are  conducive 

to  disease  transmission. 

That  portion  of  the  project- lying  east  of  St.  Regis  is  well  drained.    The 

foothills,  through  which  the  project  alignment  runs,   slope  directly  into  Clark's 

Fork  River.     Cross  drainage  of  the  present  highway  is  adequate. 

The  Clark's  Fork  River,  which  crosses  the  present  highway  just   east  of  St.  Regis, 

provides  an  additional  attraction  to  this  recreation  oriented  area, 
FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 

Big  game  such  as  deer  and  elk  utilize  the  St.  Regis  River  bottom  as  winter 
refuge.     The  most  predominant  use  is  by  deer,  although  elk  are  occasionally 
seen  in  the  river  bottom.     Coyote,  occasional  black  bear,  porcupine,   squirrels, 
rodents,  upland  birds,  and  various  birds  of  prey,  scavengers,  and  song  birds 
are  also  found  in  this  area. 

This  general  area  experiences  considerable  hunting  pressure  during  the  fall 
month  s . 

The  St.  Regis  River  is  an  attraction  to  many  fishermen  during  the  summer  months 
Although  this  river  has  never  been  a  good  fish  producing  river,  moderate  to  heavy 
use  has  been  experienced  over  the  years.    Cut-throat,  brook,  brown,  and  Rainbow 
trout  as  well  as  Mountain  River  Wh  He  fish  inhabit  the  St.  Regis  River.     Other 
non-game  fish  such,  as  suckers,  carp,  and  squaw  fish  can  also  be  found  in  the 
stream , 
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Two  Mile  Creek  Interchange 

Facilities  at  Two  Mile  interchange  provide  access  to  Two  Mile  Creek  Road, 
Forake'r  Road,  the  St.  Regis  River,  and  two  undeveloped  picnic  sites. 

The  Two  Mile  Creek  interchange  area  presently  experiences  heavy  commercial 
and  recreational  traffic.     The  proposed  plan  provides  access  to  all  the  existing 
traffic  generating  stimuli,    As  an  improvement  to  the  existing  situation  at  Two 
Mile,  a  rest,  area  with  minimum  rest  room  facilities  and  fishing  access  to  the  St. 
Regis  River  will  be  developed  with  the  interchange.    Development  of  the  rest- 
area  will  insure  proper  maintenance  of  tins  popular  recreation  site. 

The  crossroad  at  the  Two  Mile  interchange  will  cross  beneath  the  mainline. 
The  south  end  of  the  crossroad  connects  to  Two  Mile  Creek  Road,  and  the  north 
end  provides  access  to  Foraker  Road  and  recreation  areas  along  the  Two  Mile 
Pond.    The  crossroad  will  be  a  28-foot  bituminous  paved  roadway. 
Little  Toe  Road 

A  grade  separation  with  the  crossroad  going  over  the  mainline  will  provide 
access  to  Little  Joe  Road.    Traffic  will  follow  the  crossroads  to  its  connection 
with  the  Camel's  Rump  Road.     The  Camel's  Hump  Road  will  provide  access  to 
St.,  Regis  where  traffic  patterns  will  be  available  for  local  and  interstate  traffic. 
Little  Joe  Road  will  be  28'  wide  and  will  have,  a  plant  mix  bituminous  surface. 

In  connection  with  the  Little  Joe  Road,  two  gravel  surfaced  access  roads 
and  a  bituminous  surfaced  frontage  road  will  be  constructed.     These  roads  will 
fulfill  the  access  requirements  of  local  traffic  associated  with  the  Little  joe  Road 
and  with  existing  at~grade  approaches. 
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The  bituminous  surfaced  frontage  road  will  extend  westerly  on  the  north  side 
of  the  mainline  approximately   0.7  mile  to  serve  properties  north  of  the  mainline 
and  west  of  the  Little  Joe  Road,     One  access  road  will  extend  westerly  along 
the  south  side  of  the  mainline  to  serve  property  south  of  the  mainline  and  west 
of  Little  Joe  Road.     The  other  access  road  extends  easterly  along  the  south  side 
of  the  mainline,   serving  properties  that  currently  have  at-grade  approach.es, 

St.  Regis  Interchange  will  provide  access  to  the  town  of  St,  Regis  as  well 
as  to  other  secondary  roads.     The  crossroad  at  St,  Regis  Interchange  will  tie 
into  FAS  461  ,  the  Paradise  cutoff  road,  Which  serves  traffic  between  the  Flat- 
head Valley  and  the  St.   Regis  area.     Tire  crossroad  will  be  4  0  feet  wide  with  a 
bituminous  paved  surface, 

A  gravel  surfaced  connection  on  the  ramp  in  the  southeast  quadrant  of  the 
Interchange  will  provide  access  to  the  Cold  Creek  Road.    This  road  serves 
properties  between  St,  Regis  and  Superior  on  the  south  side  of  the  Clark  Fork 
river. 

Traffic  patterns  within  St,  Regis  and  on  the  Camel's  Hump  Road  will  remain 
as  they  presently  exist. 
Four  Mile  Road 

Upon  completion  of  the  proposed  project  the  present  highway  will  be  utilized 
to  tie  into  Four  Mile  Road.     The  proposed  Four  Mile  Road  connection  will  have 
plant  mix  bituminous  surfacing.     This  road  will  serve  traffic  currently  using  the 
at-grade  approach  at  .Four  Mile  Road. 
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Grade  Separation  (East  of  Clork  fork  River) 

A  grade  separation  will  be  constructed  east  of  the  Clark  Fork  river  to  provide 
access  to  properties  south  of  the  mainline.    The  crossroad  will  pass  beneath  the 
mainline  and  connect  to  the  present  highway  to  provide  access  between  the  sub- 
ject properties  and  St.  Regis.     This  roadway  will  have  a. gravel  surface. 
PHYSIOGRAPHY  AND  GEOLOGY 

The  proposed  project  will  have  no  significant  effect  on  the  physiography 
and  geology  in  the  project  limits, 
WATER  RESOURCES  AND  DRAINAGE 

Construction  of  this  project  will  require  channel  modifications  in  the  St, 
Regis  River  in  several  locations,     Special  design  measures  have  been  take!)  to 
'minimize  channel  encroachment  wherever  possible'. 

In  locations  requiring  channel  modifications  efforts  have  been  made  to 
guarantee  that  the  channel  length  is  not  reduced.     Construction  contractor  pro- 
visions will  specify  that  construction  within  the  river  channel  be  completed 
during  periods  when  fish  spawning  is  at  a  minimum. 

One  particular  location,  just  east  of  existing  Two  Mile  Road,  has  been  de- 
signed to  restore  the  St,  Regis  River  to  iis  original  channel  which  was  abandoned 
in  1951.    The  proposed  design  will  add  approximately  600  feet  to  the  length  of  the 
river  as  well  as  reestablishing  the  river  in  a  natural  channel  for  about  1800  feet. 
In  another  location,  approximately  850  feet  of  the  St.  Regis  River  will  be  channel 
changed.     In  areas  such  as  ibis  where  the  river  is  environmentally  affected,  fish 
habitat  will  be  rehabilitated  by  constructing  offset  jettys  and  random  boulder  cluster: 
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Two  thousand  two  hundred  thirty  linear  feet  of  bin  wall  has  been  designed  to 
eliminate  channel  encroachments  on  the  west  end  of  the  project.     Due  to  the  fact 
that  the  existing  channel  has  steep  banks  in  these  areas,  bin  walls  will  not  signifi- 
cantly reduce  the  cross  section  area  of  the  channel.    Therefore  flood  flow  capacity 
will- not  be  significantly  affected  by  bin. wall  installations. 

Metal  bin  walls  have  been  selected  based  upon  structural  design  and  pollution 
control  considerations.     Treated  timber  bin  walls  present  the  possibility  of  polluting 
the  stream  with  chemicals  and  oils  during  flood  stages  when  the  bin  wall  might  be 
in  contact  with  the  water. 

The  project  will  require  construction  of  a  bridge  over  the  Clark  Fork  just  east 
of  St.   Regis,     There  will  be  considerable  disruption  of  the  river  ecosystem  in  the 
immediate  area  during  construction  of  the  bridge.     After  the  bridge  is  completed 
and  the  river  ecosystem  has  reestablished  itself,  the  structure  will  not  cause 
significant  environmental  impacts. 

The  embankments  forming  the  approaches  to  the  bridge  will  terminate  well 
outside  of  the  existing  channel,  therefore  no  significant  change  in  flood  carrying 
capacity  of  the  river  should  be  anticipated. 

Ail  channel  modifications  and  bridge  installations  on  the  St.  Regis  River 
have  been  designed  to  handle  the  flood  of  record  which  is  considerably  greater 
than  a  50  year  flood  flow  design. 
FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
Fish 

Due  to  control  of  access  upon  completion  of  the  project,  the  St,   Regis  River 
■      ' ' . '.  :    -  '         ■      .'  '  c      ■'.',    "'.!''■       ■    ■    fi  nh ;  r      rie .van  'e  in  son   :  ;;  j-  ce^  ,  nd  h       do: 
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fishing  pressure  in  others.    In  particular,  the  areas  immediately  adjacent  to  the 
fishing  access  ramp  and  the  Two  Mile  Interchange  ..should  experience  heavier 
fishing  pressure  than  at  present.     Other  stretches  of  tire  river,  which  will  re- 
quire; considerable  foot  travel  to  reach,   should  experience  less  fishing  activity. 
Portions  of  the  river  that  are  environmentally  affected  regarding  fish  habitat  will 
be  rehabilitated  by  construction  of  offset  jettys  and  placement  of  random  boulder 
clusters. 
Wildlife 

Wildlife  impacts  will  be  affected  by  the  amount  of  land  taken  for  construction. 
A  portion  of  the  land  within  the  construction  limits  will  be  seeded  and  planted 
to  reestablish  vegetation.     In  some  places,  this  practice  will  provide  better 
forage  than  that  now  existing.    The  net  effect.however ,  will  be  loss  of  approxi- 
mately 135  acres  of  winter  game  range.       Some  existing  game  trails  and  cross- 
ings will  be  obliterated  during  construction.    It  is  felt  that  these  will  be  re- 
established over  a  period  of  time. 

Big  game  will  have  to  cross  wider  stretches  of  pavement  when  crossing  the 
highway,     This  may  appear  to  be  an  adverse  impact,  but  it  is  at  least  partially 
offset  by  other  factors.     Sight  distance  -along  the  highway  for  man  and  animal 
will  be  greater,  traffic  will  be  going  only  one  direction,  and  the  intervals  between 
vehicles  will  be  greater  since  there  are  two  lanes  each  direction.     Hence,  although 
big  game  and  other  wildlife  will  have  to  cross  wider  distances,  more  reaction  time 
and  a  longer  time  between  vehicles  will  be  available  for  them  to  make  th.e  crossing. 

Portions  of  the  project  have  been  left  unfenced  thereby  eliminating  further 
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game  crossings  under  the  bridges.    Signs  indicating  big  game  crossings  will  be 
placed  at  appropriate  locations  in  an  effort  to  reduce  vehicle  and  big  game  conflicts 

Since  there  are  no  major  migrations  of  wild  game  through  the  project  area,  the 
barrier  of  the  interstate  is  probably  not  a  major  concern.     Local  migration  of  wild 
game  has  not  been  significantly  affected  by  interstate  construction  in  other  areas 
of  Montana  which  have  encountered  similar  situations. 
VEGETATION 

Construction  of  this  project  will  require  taking  of  approximately  250  acres  of 
additional  right-of-way.    Approximately  80%  or  about  200  acres  of  this  will  be 
cleared  arid  grubbed  for  construction  purposes,     The  vegetation  on  this  land, 
which  varies  from  grasses  and  shrubs  to  large  deciduous  and  coniferous  trees, 
will  be  destroyed.     Planting,   seeding,  and  fertilizing  will  eventually  restore 
native  vegetation  in  a  large  percentage  of  tills  2  00  acres. 

There  are  no  varieties  of  vegetation  that  are  rare  or  found  only  in  this  area; 
therefore, there  will  be  no  significant  loss  of  vegetation  species  due  to  tills 
construction,. 

All  merchantable  timber  will  become  the  property  of  the  contractor  and  utilized 
as  sucli ,     Other  vegetation  debris  will  be  disposed  of  in  a  manner  in  accordance 
With  environmental  protective  procedures  and  laws  in  effect  at  the  time  of  con- 
struction. 

Care  will  be  exercised  to  assure  that  vegetation  outside  of  the  construction 
1  i  rn  i  t  s  i  s  n  o  t  n  e  e  d  3  e  s  s  1  y  de  s  tr  o  y  e  d , 

Seeding'  and  fertilizing  of  construction  scars  will  be  accomplished  at  the 
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earliest  practical  stage  during  construction.     This  practice  will  assure  maximum 
revegetation  and  erosion  protection  of  construction."  scars . 

Where  practical,  strips  of  vegetation  will  remain  between  the  interstate  and 
the  railroad.     Screening,  by  leaving  vegetation  strips  between  the  interstate  and 
adjacent  frontage  roads,  will  also  be  practiced  where  applicable. 
AESTHETICS 

The  design  of  the  proposed  project  has  considered  aesthetics  in  the  plan 
it  presents . 

Construction  in  cats  and  fills  will  be  carries  out  in  a  manner  that  will  pro- 
duce stable  slopes.     Contour  grading  of  interchanges  will  make  these  areas  more 
appealing  to  the  eye.     Rounding  of  backslopes  will  be  accomplished  to  provide 
a  natural  transition  from  existing  slopes  to  construction  slopes,     Rock  formations 
will  be  excavated  along  lines  parallel  to  their  natural  lines  of  breakage. 

Natural  screening  will  be  left  between  the  proposed  interstate  and  adjacent 
facilities  such  as  railroads,  frontage  roads,  power  lines,  etc. 

The  alignment  of  the  project  follows  the  contours  of  the  land  as  much  as 
possible , 

The  rest  area  and  fishing  access  sites  will  be  maintained  regularly,  thus 
reducing  the  litter  problem. 

These  measures  will  restore  and  preserve  the  aesthetically  pleasant  atmos- 
phere of  the  St.  Regis  River  canyon. 

Several  locations  will,  require  extensive  excavation  that  will  result  in  large 
cut  scars.    This  situation  is  unavoidable  due  to  the  restrictions  of  tire  narrow 
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One  portion  of  the  stream,  near  Two  Mile  Crock,  deserves  additional  comment. 
In  1951,     the  river  channel  was  changed  in  this  vicinity  to  allow  construction  of  the 
present  highway.    The  old  channel  still  retains  water  from  seepage,   springs,  and  local 
drainage.     Over  the  years,  this  pond  has  occasionally  been  stocked  with  fish 
and  used  as  a  children's  fish  pond.     Fish  can  presently  be  found  in  this  pond.      . 
VEGETATION 

The  St.   Regis  River  canyon  supports  a  wide  range  of  vegetation. 
The  abundant  coniferous  trees  found  in  the  area  are  predominatly  Douglas  Fir, 
Yellow  Pine,  Tamarack,  and  Lodgepole  Pine.     Some  Cedar  trees  can  also  be 
found  in  tins  area.     Deciduous  trees  include  cottonwood,  wild  apple,  wild 
maple  anil,  mountain  ash.  ■ 

Huckj'fen-ics,  chokechorrios,  wild  strawberries,  wild  raspberries,  elder- 
berries f^hiTrMclx^rries,  sarviceberries  and  oVegon  grapes  as  well  as  evergreen 
CeanothusV'fedstfrm  Ceanothus  and  willows,  ferns  and  other  shrubs  thrive  within 

the  canyon. 

Although  vegetation  is  generally  abundant  in  the  valley,  there  are  portions 
of  the  stream  banks  that  have  a  noticeable  lack  of  vegetation.     This  lack  of  vege- 
tation is  caused  by  unstable  banks  in  some  cases,  and  by  lack  of  rooting  material 
within  the  riprap  banks  in  other  eases.    Both  of  the  cases  mentioned  above  are  a 
result  of  the  extensive  channel  change's  that  have  been  made  on  the  St.  Regis 


River. 


As  is  typical  in  the  mountainous  regions  of  Mo, tana,   southern  slopes  tend 
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canyon  and  the  materials  encountered  in  the  backslopes. 

Where  cuts  are  extensive,  they  will  bo  benched  to  reduce  maintenance 
problems,  promote  slope  stability,  and  induce  revcgetation.of  the  slope. 
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SECTION  V 
ADVERSE  ENVIRONMENTAL  EFFECTS  THAT  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED 


ADVERSE  ENVIRONMENTAL  EFFECTS  THAT  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED 
LAND  USE 

Restrictions  imposed  by  control  of  access  will  adversely  effect  land  use 
on  portions  of  the  property  adjacent  to  the  project. 

Commercial  development  will  be  impractical  along  the  project  limits 
except  at  access  points. 

Recreational  use  of  the  St.  Regis  River  will  also  be  limited  to  access  points 
Access  to  the  entire  river  will  still  be  available,  but  not  by  means  of  passenger 
car. 

These  restrictions  provide  for  a  safer,  more  efficient  transportation  system 
and  also  regulate  indescriminate  commercial  development  and  eliminate  many 
maintenance  problems  caused  by  recreation  oriented  people. 
POPULATION  AND  LAND  DEVELOPMENT 

Control  of  access  encourages  development  of  commercial  and  residential 
areas  in  those  areas  having  direct  access  to  the  interstate.     Commercial  estab- 
lishments could  be  expected  to  develop  as  close  to  the     interstate  access  points 
as  possible.     Residential  development  would  be  expected  to  occur  in  more  remote 
areas. 

This  restriction  of  development  might  be  considered  as  an  adverse  effect  to 
certain  individual  property  owners,   but  it  will  more  probably  be  a  benefit  to  the 
general  public. 
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TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS  AND  ACCESS 

The  transportation  systems  and  access  routes. will  have  minor  adverse 
effects  as  indicated  in  proceeding  comments. 

The  benefits  of  the  control  of  access  outweigh  the  adverse  effects  that  are 
present  on  the  existing  highway. 
WATER  RESOURCES  AND  DRAINAGE 

There  will  be  temporary  adverse  environmental  effects  on  water  resources 
during  construction  of  the  proposed  project.     Construction  in  and  around  the 
St.  Regis  River  will  cause  increased  turbidity  in  the  stream.     In  areas  of  channel 
changes  the  stream  bed  will  require  an  extended  period  of  time  to  attain  the 
physical  and  environmental  level  of  stability  in  the  existing  stream. 

The.;plans  will  specify  that  construction  in  and  around  the  river  will  be 
done  ckirtrig  periods  when  the  increased  water  turbidity  will  have  the  least 
effect  on  water  resources  and  aquatic  life. 

Channel  changes  and  bridge  installations  have  been  adequately  designed 
to  handle  ■anticipated  flood  flows.     There  should  bo  no  significant  adverse 
environmental  impact  due  to  modification  of  flood  carrying  capacities  in 
areas  of  bridges,  channel  changes,  or  channel  encroachments. 
PISH  AND  WILDLIFE 

During  construction  of  the  project,  fish  will  experience  adverse  environmental 
effects  due  to  raised  turbidity  levels  in  the  St.  Regis  River.    For  a  period  after 
construction  is  complete,  those  portions  of  the  river  that  will  have  channel 
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changes  will  be  low  yield  fish  production  areas.     After  the  ecosystem  in  these 
portions  of  the  stream  has  been  reestablished,    a  fish  population  of  about 
two-thirds  the  population  found  in  naturally  formed  portions  of  the  stream 
can  be  expected. 

These  effects  are  temporary  and  not  of  great  significance  since  most 
of  the  stream  to  be  changed  has  been  changed  before  and  the  two-thirds  population 
figure  above  actually  represents  total  repopulation  to  existing  levels  in  these 
areas-    The  activity  during  construction  will  affect  wildlife.    Some  of  the 
more  timid  species  will  probably  vacate  the  immediate  construction  area 
during  this  period.    This  effect  should  be  temporary  and  the  present  inhabitants 
should  be  expected  to  return  after  construction  is  completed.    Approximately 
135  acres  of  big  game  winter  range  will  be  lost  to  provide  room  for  interstate 
construction. 
VEGETATION 

The  Joss  of  vegetation  within  the  construction  limits  of  the  project  is 
an  adverse  environmental  effect  that  cannot  be  avoided. 

Vegetation  is  abundant  in  the  St.  Regis  Canyon  and  no  particular  species 
of  vegetation  will  be  destroyed  that  cannot  be  found  in  other  nearby  areas. 
Replanting  and  reseeding  of  construction  scars  is  planned  on  this  project- 
to  reestablish  vegetation  growth. 

Efforts  will  be  made  to  conserve  as  much  natural  vegetation  as  possible. 


AESTHETICS 

Construction  of  this  project  will  cause  excavation  scars  in  rocky  areas 
that  will  be  visible  to  the  traveling  public    Many  of  these  areas  will  remain 
barren  of  vegetation  since  there  is  no  rooting  material  available  in  the  rock 
cuts.     These  rock  cuts  will  not  be  particularly  offensive  aesthetically  since 
the  area  surrounding  the  project  has  ninny  naturally  occurring  rock  outcrops. 
Excavation  of  these  rock  cuts  will  be  done  on  planes  of  natural  splitting. 
This  will  create  greater  stability  in  the  backslope  design  and  give  the  rock 
backslope  a  natural  appearance. 

Metal  bin  walls  will  be  necessary  to  avoid  channel  encroachments  and 
might  be  displeasing  to  some  observers.     Installations  of  bin  walls  will  not 
be  visible  from  the  interstate  in  most  places. 

Materials  that  would  cause  minimal  visual  offense  were  considered  for 
use  in  the  metal  bin  walls.     Economic  and  construction  considerations  have 
resulted  in  discarding  the  possibilities  of  using  wood  or  self  protective  oxidizing 
metals.     In  lieu  of  using  these  materials,  standard  metals  will  be  w^od  with 
selective  planting  of  vegetation  for  screening.    The:  U.  S.  Forest  Service 
and  Montana  Fish  and  Game  representatives  have  concurred  with  these  proposed 
methods. 
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SECTION  VI 


ALTERNATIVES 


GENERAL  LOCATION  ALTERNATES 

One  alternative  to  this  project  would  be  to  construct  the  interstate  align- 
ment along  the  old  U.S.    10  alignment  which  is  now  known  as  Camel's  Hump 
Food.    This  alignment  would  avoid  encroachments  on  the  St.  Regis  River. 

The  Camel's  Hump  route  would  follow  the  existing  Camel's  Hump  Road. 
Right-of-way  requirements  would  be  about  the  same  per  mile  as  for  the  St.  Regis 
River  route  since  both  routes  follow  an  existing  highway  alignment  where  some 
right-of-way  is  already  in  existence.     The  Camel's  Hump  Route  is  longer  than 
the  river  route  by  about  3  .3  miles. 

The  disadvantages  of  the  Camel's  Hump  alignment  far  outweigh    the 
advantages.     Due  to  the  steep  mountain  terrain  and  greater  distance  that  this 
route  traverses,  initial  construction  costs  would  be  higher  than  those  presented 
on  the  proposed  alignment  following  the  canyon.    For  these  same  reasons,  design 
speeds  would  be  Tower,  road  user  costs  would  be  higher,  and  maintenance  costs 
would  be;  higher,    In  addition  to  the  increased  costs  due  to  horizontal  and  vertical 
alignments,  snow  removal  would  be  a  more  costly  item  on  an  alignment  at  a  higher 
elevation  such  as  the  Camel's  Hump  Road.     In  fact,   snow  removal  was  one  of  the 
main  considerations  in  justifying  abandonment  of  the  original  Camel's  Hump  route. 

The  environmental  impacts  of  the  Camel's  Hump  route  have  not  been  thoroughly 
studied  since  field  data  on  all  environmental  elements  is  not  available.     Based  on 
the  terrain,   status  of  existing  environment,  and  length  of  the  route,   some,  pro- 
jections can  be  iv,aGe  as  presented  below. 


The  impact  of  the  Camel's  Hump  route  on  vegetation,  topography,  and 
aesthetics  would  probably  be  greater  than  that  experienced  in  the  canyon. 
Since  the  Camel's  Rump  route  was  abandoned  in  1951,  nature  lias  healed  many 
of  the  old  construction  scans.     The  alignment  has  rovegetated  itself  so  well 
that  brush  and  trees  were    actually  encroaching  on  the  highway  prior  to  selec- 
tive clearing  during  repaying  of  the  Camel's  Hump  road  to  serve  as  a  detour. 
Clearing  and  grubbing  this  route  for  interstate  construction  would  cause  greater 
loss  of  vegetation  than  the  river  canyon  route  since  there  is  more  vegetation 
present,  construction  limit  widths  would  bo  at  least  as  wide  as  those  in  the 
canyon,  and  the  length  of  the  roadway  would  be  longer.     For  essentially  the 
same  reasons,   impacts  on  topography  arid  aesthetics  would  be  greater  on  the 
Camel's  Hump  route  than  on  the  canyon  route. 

The  impact  of  the  Camel's  Hump  route  on  water  resources  and  aquatic  life 
would  be  less  than  that  on  the  canyon  route  since  the  St.   Regis  River  would 
not  be  involved . 

Impacts  on  wildlife  and  big  game  in  particular  dm  difficult  to  ascertain  due 
to  lack  of  field  data..    The  area  that  would  be  required  for  construction  of  the 
Camel's  Hump  route  would  not  involve  big  game  winter  range  as  is  the  case  with 
the  canyon  route.    Also,  since  the  Camel's  Hump  route  is  generally  heavily 
timbered,  there  would  not  be  significant  loss  of  browse  and  forage  areas.     The 
area,  that  would  be  taken  would  probably  be  more  typically  used  for  cover. 

Disruption  of  spring,  summer,  and  fall  local  movements  of  big  game  may 
be  a  more  important  impact  on  the  Camel's  Hump  route  than  ilwM.  imposed  by  the 


canyon  route.    The  canyon  route  experiences  generally  seasonal  migrations  and 
winter  congestion  or  high  density  of  big  game  animals.     The  Camel's  Hump  route 
could  be  expected  to  have  more  general  types  of  big  game  movements  over  longer 
periods  of  time.     Considering  that  the  Camel's  Hump  route  would  be  longer  than 
the  canyon  route,  that  the  season  when  big  game  movement  would  occur  in  the 
Camel's  Hump  area  is  longer  than  the  season  of  big  game  occupancy  of  tiie  can- 
yon, that  traffic  counts  are  considerably  higher  during  the  spring,   summer,  and 
'fall  months,  and  that  the  big  game  movement  could  be  more  general  rather  than 
seasonal  on  the  Camel's  Hump  route,  one  could  expect  that  the  impact  of  the 
Camel's  Hump  route  on  wildlife  might  be  at  least  as  great  as  that  anticipated  on 
the  canyon  route.     This  is,  of  course,  pure  speculation  since  there  is  no  field 
data  available  to  back  up  such  a  prognosis. 

Environmental  impacts  on  land  use,  population  and  land  development,  and 
transportation  systems  and  access  would  not  be  significantly   different  than 
those  anticipated  using  the  canyon  route. 

A  second  alternate  would  be  to  abandon  the  interstate  project.     This,,  of 
course,  would  not  fulfill  the  purpose  of  the  project  which  is  to  provide  a  fast, 
safe,  and  efficient  transportation  system. 
ALTERNATE  STUDIES  OF  MINOR  SECTIONS  OF  THE  ALIGNMENT 

During  preliminary  location  studies  several  alternate  alignments  were  con- 
sidered within  the  project  limits.     Environmental  impacts  were  one  of  the  main 
■    considerations  during  these  alignment  studies.     Other  items  considered  .wore 
safely,  economics,  and  service. 
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Since  the  project,  entered  the  tie  sign  stage,   there  have  been  numerous 
studies  and  changes  in  portions  of  the  alignment,  '  These  studi.es  and  changes 
were  generally  based  on  providing  a  safer  roadway  that  would  have  the  least 
impact  on  the  St,   Regis  River  and  the  canyon  in  general.     These  studies  have 
altered  approximately  60  percent  of  the  alignment  on  the  .project. 

The  alignment  as  presented  in  the  proposed  plans  represents  the  best  route 
for  this  facility  based  upon  the  above  mentioned  considerations. 
TWO  MILE  INTERCHANGE  ALTERNATES 

During  development  of  the  project,  two  alternate  alignments  were  studied 
near  Two  Mile  Interchange.     The  findings  of  these  studies  are  listed  below. 

/ilygpT^f-  ..ft..;  ..lP.-.g.c.a':^?  j  .^"!  °P9S&)\ 

Alternate   "A"  proposed  separated  alignments  for  the  eastbound  and  west- 
bound roadways  with  the  St.   Regis  River  located  between  the  two  roadways  from 
Station  WB  458;r  to  Station  WB  470+. 

The  major  engineering  and  economical  advantage  of  this  alternate  was  that 
it  required  only  one  structure  across  the  river.  An  additional  structure  was  re- 
quired on  the  westbound  lanes  to  carry  traffic  ovei  the  crossroad. 

The  environmental  advantage  that  this  alternate  presented  was  that  the  Two 
Mile  pond  could  have  been  retained  as  a  recreation  site  and  children's  fishing 
pond.    If  the  pond  had  been  included  in  the  plans  as  a  part  of  the  rest  area 
development,  there  would  have  been  regular  maintenance  provided  to  keep  the 
area  more  aesthetically  pleasing,  .  • 
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The  engineering  disadvantages  of  this  alternate  included  more  severe 
curvature  on  the  highway  alignment  and  a  channel  that  would  not  have  been  as 
stable  as  a  natural  stream  channel. 

There  were  numerous  environmental  disadvantages  to  this  alternate.     The 
channel'channe  would  have  teen  in  a  restricted  channel  with  a  steeper  gradient 
than  that  provided  by  Alternate   "B".     Due  toJ.be  restricted  channel  and  high 
velocities  that  would  have  occurred,   ibis  alternate  would  have  reduced  the 
amount  of  aquatic  life  that  could  survive  in  the  stream.     Since  there  would  have 
been  fewer  pools  for  resting  places  and  spawning  beds,  fish  production  would 
have  been  less  than  in  a  naturally  formed  stream.     It  would  have  been  difficult 
if  not  impossible  to  establish  vegetation  growth  along  the  channel  banks  that 
would  provide  the  same  shade  and  scenic  beauty  provided  by  those  along  the 

-  natural  stream  bed. 

Locating  the  channel  between  the  roadways  would  have  isolated  the  stream 
from  recreational  use.  root  travel  on  this  portion  of  the  stream  would  have  had 
to  be  along  steep  rock  embankments. 

Alternate  BL^AS££.£I£-i---i:lISR2.§iA]) 

Alternate    l!B "  proposes  to  change  the  St.  Regis  River  back  into  the  natural 
stream  channel  which  was  abandoned  in  1951.     The  river  will  cross  the  mainline 
at  about  Station  WB  454+  and  flow  along  the  north  side  of  the  Interstate  to 
Station  WB  476+,     The  river  will  then  cross  the  westbound  lanes  and  flow  in  the 
median  area  between  the  separated  alignments  of  the  eastbound  and  westbound 
lanes. 
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The  engineering  advantage  of  this  alternate  is  that  the  curves,  for  the  highway 
alignment  will  be  less  severe  than  those  on  Alternate   "A".     Since  the  river  will 
not  be  located  in  the  median,  the  eastbound  and  westbound  lanes  have  been  ad- 
justed to  reduce  the  lengths  of  the  curves. 

There  are  man/  environmental  advantages  provided  by  this  alternate.    Most 
of  these  advantages  center  around  the  channel  being  restored  to  its  natural  stream 
bed.     The  natural  stream  bed  provides  improved  habitat  for  aquatic  end  aquatic 
related  organisms.     The  improved  habitat  is  due  to  the  presence  of  naturally  formed 
pools,  reduced  stream  gradient,  slower  water  velocities,  and  natural  shade.    All 
of  these  items  combine:  to  form  an  aesthetically  pleasing  environment. 

This  alternate  will  allow  better  access  to  the  river  for  recreation  and  fishing 
activity  than  offered  in  Alternate   "A".     Foot  traffic  will  be  able  to  follow  the  stream 
without,  encroaching  on  the  controlled  access  and  without  traversing  steep  rock 
embankments.     The  existing  access  road  around  the  north  sidle  of  Two  Mile  pond 
will  be  barricaded  to  vehicle  traffic,  but  will  be  maintained  for*  foot  travel. 

The  major  disadvantage  of  this  alternate  is  the  cost  of  providing  the  additional 
structures  necessary  to  cross  the  river.     One  additional  structure  is  required  on 
the  eastbound  lanes,  and  another  structure  must  be  extended  to  allow  room  for 
the  river  channel.    A  third  structure  will  be  required  to  carry  the  westbound  off 
ramp  over  the  river,     The  safety  hazards  imposed  by  the  additional  structures  offset 
any  improvement  in  horizontal  alignment. 

The  only  environmental  disadvantage  to  Alternate    "B  "  is  that  the  Two  Mile  pond 
will  no  longer  be  available  for  use  as  a  children's  fishing  pond.    Alternate   "B "  will 
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On  the  basis  of  the  least  possible  adverse  environmental  impact  and  in 
accord  with  recommendations  by  the  Forest  Service  and  Fish  and  Game  Department, 
Alternate    "B"  has  been  selected  as  the  proposed  alignment.- 
ST.   REGIS  INTERCHANGE  ALTERNATES 

.Several  different  alternate  interchange  proposals  were  studied  for  providing 
access  at  St,  Regis,     Basically,   two  different  locations  were  involved.     One 
plan  proposed  to  locate  the  interchange  such  that  the  cross  road  would  enter  the 
west  end  of  town  near  the  junction  of  the  existing  highway  and  Camel's  Hump 
Road,     The  interchange  was  to  be  a  standard  diamond  interchange  configuration. 
This  proposal  was  presented  at  the  public  hearing  in  Si,  Regis  in  1966  and  was 
met  with  strong  disapproval,    The  main  objections  to  the  proposal  were:   (1)  it 
was  not  a  direct  connection  to  FAS  461;  (2)  it  did  not  serve  the  best  interests  of 
the  town  of  St.  Regis;  (3)  it  did  not  serve  the  best  interests  of  the  general 
traveling  public;  (4)   it  would  cause  a  potentially  hazardous  intersection;  and 
(5)  it  would  cause  heavy  traffic  on  the  street  passing  the  St,  Regis  High  School. 

Extensive  cost  analysis  studies  were  made  which  justified  moving  the 
previously  proposed  interchange  to  its  present  location  opposite  FAS  451  ,     This 
proposal  eliminates  the  objectionable  factors  associated  with  tire  previously 
proposed  location. 
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RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  LOCAL  SHORT  TERM  USES 
AND  LONG  TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 


RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  LOCAL  SNORT  TERM  USES  AND  LONG  TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 


Since  the  area  surrounding  the  project  is  primarily  dependent  upon  recreation 
trade  and  forest  industries,   the  local  short  term  uses  of  the  environment  will  be 
complimentary  to  anticipated  lone  term  productivity. 

Development  of  this  fast,   sate,  and  efficient  transportation  system  will  be 
a  valuable  asset  to  these  industries  that  rely  so  heavily  on  highway  travel.     The 
access  control  feature  of  the  project  will  assure  protection  of  the  environment 
from  unsightly  and  scattered  commercial  development,    Access  roads  as  planned 
for  the  project  will  provide  for  local  travel  without  the  hazards  of  heavy  through 
traffic. 

The  St,   Regis  River  will  actually  be  improved  rather  than  hindered  by  this 
project,     A  net  length  of  about  1800  linear  feet  of  natural  stream  channel  will  be 
reclaimed  by  this  project.     Regular  maintenance  of  fishing  access  roads  and  the 
rest  areas  will  eliminate  some  of  the  present  litter  problems. 

After  completion  of  the  project,  fish  production  capacity  of  the  St,   Regis 
River  should  bo  expected  to  increase  significantly.     The  capacity  for  the 
canyon  to  sustain  big  game  during  winter  months  will  be  reduced. 
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IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 


1RREVRHSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 

The  construction  of  the  proposed  project  will  commit  the  following  resources: 

Access  to  and  from  the  highway  except  at  designated  access  points  such  as 
interchanges  and  fishing  access  ramps  will  be  committed  fa*  the  life  of  the  project. 
Construction  slopes  for  cuts  and  fills  will  be  a  permanent  commitment  of  the 
topography  features  within  the  project.    The  vegetation  existing  within  the  construction 
area  will  also  be  committed  although  replacement  seeding  and  planting  is  planned 
where  feasible.     Portions  of  the  existing  stream  channel  will  be  committed  due  to 
necessary  channel  changes  and  encroachments.    The  combined  net  effect  of  these 
channel  changes  and  encroachments  is  to  lengthen  the  stream  by  600  feet  while 
restoring  the  stream  to  its  original  natural  s'treambed  for  a  length  of  approximately 
1800  feet. 

An  indefinite  number  of  natural  big  game  crossings  will  be  committed.     Fencing 
on  approximately  1.6  miles  of  the  project  will  partially  restrict  and  discourage 
big  game  use  of  existing  crossings.    Approximately  135  acres  of  big  game 
winter  range  will  be  committed  for  the  life  of  the  project. 

Although  the  above  commitments  are  as  permanent  as  the  project,  they 
are  not  absolutely  irreversible  and  irretrievable. 
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STEPS  TAKEN  TO  MINIMIZE  HARM 


STEPS  TAKEN  TO  MINIMIZE  HARM 

Where  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  occur,  methods  of  minimizing  the 
impacts  will  be  employed  as  outlined.     If  further  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
are  discovered,  methods  of  minimizing  the  impacts  will  be  employed  wherever 
possible. 

Areas  that  fall  within  the  construction  zone  will  be  reseeded  and  replanted 
wherever  it  is  feasible.    Natural  vegetation  will  be  maintained  as  much  as 
possible.     Construction  materials  that  might  create  an  offensive  visual  impact, 
such  as  metal  bin  wall,  culvert  ends,  guard  rail,  etc.  will  be  selected  and  placed 
to  blend  with  the  natural  surroundings  insofar  as  is  practical. 

Drainage  channels,  embankment  protectors,  bituminous  curbing,  median 
inlets,  and  other  drainage  installations  have  been  provided  at  appropriate  lo- 
cations and  with  proper  design  to  prevent  erosion  problems.     Construction  in  and 
around  the  river  will  be  performed  when  the  river  flow  is  low  and  the  least  environ- 
mental damage  can  be  expected.     In  areas  where  the  St,  Regis  River  is  environ- 
mentally affected,  offset  jettys  and  random  boulder  clusters  will  be  constructed 
to  improve  fish  habitat. 

Roadway  alignments  have  been  designed  to  minimize  river  encroachment  and 
construction  scars  . 

Local  traffic  patterns  have  been  maintained  to  control  damages  to  land  use 
and  d  e  v  e  1  o  pn ;  e  n  t , 

Construction  methods  employed  by  the  Contractor  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  Montana  Highway  Department's  standard  specifications  and  all  applicable  Mon- 
tana Environment  Protection  Laws,    The  standard  specifications  cover  items  such  as 


and  air  pollution  , 
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SECTION  X 


SECTION  A  (f)  STATEMENT 


5ENC1ES  SELECTED  FOR  REVIEW  OF  SECTION  4(f)  DETERMINATION    (DRAFT; 


AG 


Montana  Fish  and  Game  Commission  . 

ATTENTION:  Mr.  Frank  Dunkle,  Director 
Mitchell  Building 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Montana  Department  of  Planning  and  Economic  Development 
ATTENTION:  Mr.  Perry  F.  Roys,  Executive  Directoi 
Capitol  P.  0.  (1716  9th) 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Montana  Council  of  Natural  Resources  and  Development 
ATTENTION-  '  Mr.  Richard  E.  Mayer,  Landscape  Architect 
Room  120,  Mitchell  Building 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

State  Council  of  Natural  Resources 

ATTENTION:  Mr.  George  I.  McGaff'ick,  Coordinator 
Sam  W.  Mitchell  Building 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


Board  of  County  Commissioners 

Mineral  County 

Superior,  iiGnu«nu  ^y^ic     , 


U.S.  Forest  Service 
Federal  Building 
Missoula,  Montana  59801 

Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  (D01) 
Room  4  07,  U.S.  Courthouse 
Seattle,  Washington  98104 

Department  of  Interior 
Bureau  of  Sports  Fisheries 
Area  Supervisor 
Billings,  Montana  59103  • 

National  Park  Service 
1709  Jackson  Street 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68102 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1200  6th  Avenue  ■  . 
Seattle,  Washington  98101 
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SECTION  k(f)    DETERMINATION 


The  comments  of  the  responding  agencies  that  were  relative  to  the  Section 
k(f)    Statement  and  a  discussion  of  the  comments  are  presented  on  the  follow- 
ing pages. 

Letter  No.  1 


United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 

Forest  Service 

Region  1 

Missoula,  Montana   59801 


Comments:    Forest  Service  concurs  in  the  taking  of  the  county  parkland  at 
St.  Regis  for  road  purposes   and  fee!  that  the  proposed  replacement  land 
would  be  a  valuable  complement  to  their  Sloway  Campground,   They  would  like 
some  coordination  between  themselves  and  the  controlling  agency  in  the  devei 
opment  of  the  new  park. 

Discussion:    Since  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  will  be  in  charge  of 
the  park,  it  will  be  their  responsibility  to  coordinate  with  the  Forest 
Service  on  development  of  the  new  park, 

In  their  letter  of  concurrence,  the  Forest  Service  recommends  that 
since  we  are  taking  an  existing  "city"  park,  facilities  should  be  developed 
at  the  new  site  for  large  group  picnics.   This  recommendation  has  merit  and 
will  be  passed  on  to  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game.   Since  they  will  be 
responsible  for  development  of  the  park,  the  final  decision  will  be  theirs. 
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Letter  No.  2 


U.  S.  Department  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 
Pacific  Northwest  Region 
1000  Second  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington   98104 


Comments:   The  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  expressed  reservations  about 
the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  developing  the  replacement  parkland.    The 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  assumes  the  replacement  land  will  be  made 
available  to  the  Department  of  Highways  at  no  cost.   The  Bureau  of  Outdoor 
Recreation  questions  if  Section  4(f)  has  been  fully  satisfied  since  no 
alternatives  to  the  proposed  alignment  have  been  discussed. 

Discussion:   At  the  time  the  Department  of  Highways  was  searching  for  re- 
placement  land  for  the  park  at  St'i  Reg  i  sy  tHe:';De'p"artment  of  Fish  and  Game 
was  looking  for  land  to  devel  op.  f  6/' '' redre.a"t  i'prfa  ¥•  purposes  .   It  is  the  desire 
of  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  to  deve  Vopj  r  i  v.er  access  points  every  ten 
miles  from  Missoula  on  downstream.   There"  is"  "at* 'present  considerable  activity 
along  the.  Clark  Fork  River,  which  is  recreation  oriented.   By  development  of 
the  access  points  i t  wi 1 1  be  possible  for  people  to  get  to  the  river  for 
fishing  and  picnicking.   Thus,  under  the  present  situation,  three  parties 
benefited.   The  Department  of  Highways  has  taken  undeveloped  land  for  road 
purposes  and  has  made  replacement  in  kind.   The  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
has  been  able  to  obtain  land  to  develop  as  a  recreational  site  without,  acqui- 
sition costs,  and  the  residents  of  Mineral  County  will  receive  a  larger  park 
that  will  be  developed  by  the  Fish  and  Game. 
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Listed  below  are  the  agencies  and  departments  of  the  Federal  Government 
and  the  State  of  Montana  who  commented  on  the  Draft  Section  Mf). 


United  States  Dept„  of  Agriculture 
Forest  Service   Region  1 
Federal  Bui  1 di  ng 
Missoula,  Montana   59801 


2.   United  States  Dept„  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 
Pacific  Northwest  Region 
1000  Second  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington   98 1 04 


3.   United  States  Dept.  of  Transportation 
Federal  Highway  Administration 
222  S.  W.  Morrison  Street 
Portland,  Oregon   9720^ 


State  of  Montana 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Helena,  Montana   59601 


Mineral   County  Board  of  Commissioners 

P,  0.  Box  517 

Superior,  Montana   59872 
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In  order  to  fulfill  their  obligation  to  replace  the  parkland,  the 
Department  of  Highways  has  optioned  a  permanent  easement  to  Lot  4  of  Section 
16,  Township  17  North,  Range  27  West,  from  the  Department  of  State  Lands  in 
favor  of  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game. 

A  discussion  of  the  possible  alternate  routes  in  the  vicinity  of  St. 
Regis  has  been  included  in  the  Section  k(f)    Determination. 

Letter  No.  3 

U.  S„  Department  of  Transportation 
Federal  Highway  Administration 
222  S.  W.  Morrison  Street 
Portland,  Oregon   9720-'+ 

Comments:    Maps,  photographs,  plans,  etc.  were  insufficient  to  fully  describe 
the  existing  park  and  highway  encroachment.   Alternatives  to  the  present  pro- 
posed alignment  were  not  sufficiently  discussed.   Not  enough  discussion  on 
other  park  land  in  the  vicinity  of  St.  Regis  and  their  accessibility  to  the 
local  people.   No  mention  was  made  of  the  plans  for  development  that  the  County 
may  have  had  for  the  existing  park.   There  was  no  discussion  of  any  improvements 
to  the  replacement  park  and  it  was  not  spelled  out  if  the  access  road  was  be- 
ing built  only  for  the  park,   A  request  was  made  by  the  Federal  Highway  Admin- 
istration to  include  deed  restrictions  or  revers  ion-ary  clauses  that  were  in 
the  deed  from  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Company  to  Mineral  County.   Status  of 
negotiations  between  the  Department  of  Highways  and  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Co. 
The  prints  and  sketches  have  a  discrepancy  in  areas. 
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Discussion:    The  maps,  photographs,  plans,  etc.  have  been  expanded  to  give 
the  reviewers  both  a  better  understanding  as  to  what  type  of  land  we  are    taking 
for  road  construction  and  what  land  is  proposed  to  replace  the  existing  park 
wi  th. 

The  main  concern  of  the  Federal  Highway  Administration's  comments 
centered  around  the  lack  of  discussion  regarding  possible  alternate  routes  in 
the  St.  Regis  area,  and  the  Final  Section  h(f)    Determination  has  been  enlarged 
to  give  this  problem  a  more  complete  review.   The  availability  of  other  park 
lands  close  to  St.  Regis  has  also  been  given  greater  consideration  in  the  main 
text  of  the  Final  Section  4(f)  Determination,  and  a  more  complete  description 
of  both  the  existing  park  and  the  proposed  park  will  be  included. 

Restrictions  that  were  contained  in  the  original  deed  from  the  Anaconda 
.Copjie.r  Mini.ng-.  Company..-  p6'.H,U\era  \,.S^^^-M^^'']P'9hKA^^r-P(^^^'itp^>-'*^^ 


e    re- 


Da  term  i  pa  t  i  on . ._  At  _.th.Ls.- 1  i"me-.  rhe"./Dep.a'r'tiTient':  of '.  Hi  ghway  •'■has  *  se'cu  r:ed;'i.t;'h( 
'  vefSronaVy  ■  ■  rTght's'";  -£o.  th'e;. parkVTaap  'f  rom''"the''Anaconcia":tQ'pp^r  Mini, rig  -'Company. 
'•   ''    .   Di  scYe'pancie-s    i  n  .aueas.  b  e  twee"  rt  ".the   map.of.FAP    183    EW  I1  'and  /the    sketch   can 
be   explained   by   the   fact    that    there    is   exist'ing   highway    right   of  way   taken    from 
Lot   k,    Section    16.  ".".•    -  '■•  •     ■• 


Letter   No,    k 


State  of  Montana 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Helena,  Montana   59601 


Comments:   No  comments  were  made  on  the  h(f)    Determination 


Discussion:   None  required 
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Letter  No.  5 


Mineral  County  Board  of  Commissioners 

P.  0.  Box  517 

Superior,  Montana   59872 


Comments:   The  Mineral  County  Board  of  Commissioners  is  satisfied  with  our 
proposal  for  replacement  of  the  County  park  land  at  St.  Regis. 

Discussion:   None  Required. 
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SECTION  4(f)  LAND  -  IMPACT  AREA 


In  1937  the  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Company  deeded  to  Mineral  County  a  tract 
of  land  in  the  Northeast  Quarter  of  Section  25,  Township  18  North,  Range  28 
West,  to  be  used  as  a  public  recreation  site.    The  land  under  Section  4(f) 
jurisdiction  is  more  fully  described  in  the  following  text  by  name  and 
managing  agency. 

Park  Land, at  St.  Regis  (Mineral  County) 

DETERMINATION  OF  SIGNIFICANCE;   On  August  5,  1971,  the  Mineral  County  Board 
of  Commissioners  wrote  to  the  Department  of  Highways  saying  they  felt  that 
the  park  land  at  St.  Regis  was  significant.1    This  letter  placed  subject 
park  in  the  4(f)  status.   The  Board  of  Commissioners,  by  letter  of  September 
14,  1970,  said  they  did  not  want  monetary  compensation  for  the  park  land;  but 
they  did  want  it  replaced  with  another  site. 


EXISTING  SITE  REPLACEMENT  SITE 

BEFORE  PROPOSED  PROJECT^  AFTER  PROPOSED  PROJECT^ 

TYPE  USE:'  Picnicking,  swimming  fishing     TYPE  USE:   Picnicking,  swimming, 
AVAILABLE  ACCOMODATIONS:    None  fishing,  boating 

PATRONAGE:  '  Local  AVA I LABLE  ACCOMODATIONS:  None  Planned 

SIZE:   14.31  acres,  more  or  less  (by  Department  of  Highways) 

PATRONAGE:   National,  Regional,  Local 
SIZE:    18.32  acres 


Exhibit  //l  -  Letter-Mineral  Co.  Board  of  Commissioners  (8-5-71) 
Exhibit  //?.  ~  Letter-Mineral  Co.  Board  of  Commissioners  (9-14-70) 
Exhibit  '!2    -  Picture'  of  Existing  Pork 


u. *\i  i  i  u  1  (.    u  -t    —    r  i  c  i 


ur«s   or   Kapiacement   Sits 
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DESCRIPTION:   The  park  land  at  St.  Regis  is  bordered  by  the  St.  Regis  River 
on  the  northwest,  and  lies  between  the  Burlington  Northern  spur  line  on  the 
northeast  and  the  joint  trackage  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railway  and  the  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  on  the  southwest. 

This  land  was  donated  for  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  all  the  residents 
of  Mineral  County  as  a  recreation  site.   in  the  nearly  35  years  this  land  has 
been  in  County  ownership,  there  have  been  no  improvements  made  to  the  land; 
and  so  far  as  we.  can  ascertain,  there  are  no  plans  for  future  development. 

The  existing  park  is  low-lying  land  which  is  protected  from  the  St. 
Regis  River  by  a  four  foot  high  dike,  which  was  constructed  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers.   The  material  for  this  protective  dike  was  taken  from  within  the 
park  boundaries.   Due  to  the  similar  elevation  of  the.  park  and  the  adjoining 
river,  during  periods  of  peak  runoff  part  of  the  park  is  subject  to  flooding. 

There  are  both  deciduous  and  coniferous  trees  on  this  park  land  as  well 
as  the  native  shrubs  one  would  expect  to  find  along  river  frontage. 

Since  there  are  no  facilities  at  the  present  park  and  usage  is  on  a 
purely  informal  basis,  there  are  no  records  kept  on  the  number  of  people  using 
the  facility.  According  to  the  County  Commissioners,  this  land  is  used  by 
the  children  of  the  area  for  picnics,  swimming  and  fishing.   During  low  water 
people  would  still  fish  in  the  St.  Regis  River  by  gaining  access  from  the  Cold 
Creek  Frontage  Road. 
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In  the  original  conveyance  there  was  a  reversionary  clause  which  reads 
as  follows:  "Should  the  use  of  said  premises  for  public  camping  and  recrea- 
tional purposes  be  abandoned  or  discontinued,  the  premises  above  described, 

r 

with  appurtenances  thereto,  shall  revert  to  Grantor", ?   Therefore,  when  this 

land  was  found  to  be  within  the  right  of  way  taking  and  the  County  Board  of 

Commissioners  gave  their  approval  for  the  taking  of  said  park,  ownership  re- 
verted to  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Company. 

ACCESS:   Pedestrian  access  to  the  park  can  be  gained  at  any  point  after  the 
St.  Regis  River'  is  crossed.  Auto  access  is  available  from  a  trail  along  the 
top  of  the  dike  protecting  the  park  from  the  river. 

IMPACT:   As  construction  is  now  contemplated,  90%  of  the  existing  park  land 
will  be  within  the  right  of  way  limits  or  under  the  fill  necessary  to  con- 
struct the  Interstate  mainline  and  interchange  ramps.   Due  to  the  control  of 
access  feature,  which  is  a  requirement  of  Interstate  Highway,  the  park  will 
be  totally  unusable  for  the  public' 

DESCRIPTION  OF  REPLACEMENT  PARK:    The  land  which  has  been  selected  for 
development  as  a  replacement  park  site  is  Lot  k   of  Section  16,  Township  1"/ 

Q 

North,  Range  27  West.    This  tract  is  in  gently  rolling  terrain,  is  heavily 
timbered  with  coniferous  trees,  and  is  bordered  on  the  southerly  side  by  the 
Clark  Fork.  River.   The  southerly,  or  river  boundary  of  this  land  has  a  good 
gravel  beach,  which  will  lend  itself  to  development  as  a  recreational  area  on 
the  Clark  Fork. 


Exhibit  #5  ~  Copy  of  Deed  from  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Company 

Exhibit  //6  -  Letter  -  Mineral  Co.  Board  of  Commissioners  (9-7-71) 

Exhibit  #7  -  Sketch -of  Existing  Park 

Exhibit  //8  -  Sketch  of  Replacement  Park 
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ACCESS  TO  REPLACEMENT  LAND:    Lot  k      is  approximately  k   miles  from  the  town 
of  St.  Regis  and  will  have  access  by  v/ay  of  the  Ashmore  Interchange,  then 
easterly  along  the  old  Yellowstone  Trail.   This  access  will  be  a  gravel  sur- 
faced road  for  2  miles.   It  will  be  necessary  for  the  State  to  construct 
approximately  600  feet  of  new  road„  This  road  will  lead  from  present  Highway 
10  to  the  park  boundary. 

IMPROVEMENTS  TO  REPLACEMENT  PARK:   Whereas  unimproved  land  is  being  acquired 
for  highway  construction,  it  is  being  replaced  with  unimproved  land.   The 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  has  expressed  interest  in  developing  the  park. 
Their  proposal  is  to  improve  and  maintain  the  area  for  public  boat  launching 
and  a  day  use  picnic  area.   There  will  be  no  overnight  faci 1 i ties  built  in  the 
park  at  the  present  time. 9 

Since  the  Department  of  Highways  will  be  furnishing  the  land,  we  do 
not  feel  that  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  will  be  using  their  recreation 
funds  to  rectify  a  problem  caused  by  the  taking  of  park  land  for  highway 
purposes.   In  order  for  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  to  obtain  this  area 
for  recreational  development  they  would  have  had  to  buy  the  easement  which 
the  Department  of  Highways  has  secured  for  them.   By  the  Department  of  High- 
ways securing  the  easement,  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  has  the  cost  of 
land  procurement  to  add  to  their  recreational  funds. 

ALTERNATIVES:   in  the  response  by  the  Federal  Hi ghway  Administration  Regional 
office,  the  question  was  posed  as  to  the  feasibility  of  shifting  the  alignment 
to  miss  the  existing  park,.   If  the  alignment  was  shifted  to  the  north  far 


Exhibit  //9  -  Letter  -  Department  of  Fish  f.  Game  (9-30-7H 
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enough  to  bypass  the  park  land,  almost  every  business  in  town  would  fall  within 
the  limits  of  taking.   Since  most  of  the  residential  as  well  as  the  high  school 
of  St.  Regis  is  northerly  of  U.S.  10,  all  this  would  be  within  the  taking  or 
construction  limits.   A  line  change  of  this  magnitude  would  have  the  effect  of 
eliminating  the  town  of  St.  Regis. 

Another  alternate  would  be  an  even  further  shift  to  the  north  to  completely 
miss  the  town  of  St.  Regis  and  the  park.  While  this  is  possible,  it  is  not 
feasible  to  move  this  far.   The  first  problem  encountered  would  be  considerable 
out  of  direction  travel.   The  second  and  most  important  consideration  would  be 
the  massive  cuts  which  would  be  encountered  in  the  steep  hill  sides.   The  third 
problem  which  would  arise  with  this  alignment  would  be  the  additional  curvature 
and  increased  travel  distance  that  would  be  necessitated  by  shifting'  the 
alignment.   From  the  standpoint  of  economics  and  esthetics,  this  is  not  a 
feasible  alternate.   Also,  the  increased  mileage  would  cause  a  corresponding 
increase  in  road  user  costs. 

A  third  alternate  involves  an  alignment  shift  to  the  southwest.   Although 
it  is  possible  to  use  this  alternate,  it  is  not  practical  for  these  reasons: 
First,  shifting  the  alignment  to  the  southwest  would  cause  serious  encroachment 
and  relocation  of  the  railroad.   Second,  it  would  necessitate  filling'of  the 
existing  riverbed  and  extensive  channel  changes  over  a  portion  of  the  St.  Regis 
River  west  of  the  park  area.   Third,  in  order  to  miss  the  railroad  and  St.  Regis 
River,  the  alignment  would  have  to  be  moved  so  far  southwest  as  to  again  cause 
extensive  cuts  and  subsequent  scarring  of  the  mountainous  terrain  lying  southerly 
of  the  railroad.   These  changes  would  conceivably  be  of  such  magnitude  as  to 
cause  abandonment  of  the  project  from  an  environmental  standpoint. 
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Yet  a  fourth  alternative  is  available;  it  is  "do  nothing".   The  present 
alignment  will  not  cause  problems  that  should  necessitate  the  use  of  this 
alternative.   Furthermore,  the  "do  nothing"  alternate  is  not  compatible  with 
the  national  planning  for  defense  and  Interstate  highways. 

RELATIONSHIP  TO  OTHER  SIMILARLY  USED  LAND  IN  VICINITY:   Either  within  the  town 
of  St.  Regis  or  a  few  miles  away,  there  exists  several  areas  which  can  be,  or 
are  being  used  for  picnicking.   One  of  the  areas  is  at  the  confluence  of  the 
North  and  South  Forks  of  Little  Joe  Creek.   There  are  only  tables  available  at 
the  location,  but  it  is  being  used  for  recreation  at  the  present  time.   This 
area  is  typical  of  the  land  which  one  would  expect  to  find  in  the  vicinity, 
rolling  terrain  with  coniferous  trees  for  cover.   This  site  is  located  about 
four  miles  south-westerly  of  St.  Regis. 

Another  site  is  located  on  the  Old  Yellowstone  Trail,  westerly  of  St. 
Regis  on  the  old  Mullan  Gulch  Road  (Camel's  Hump).  Access  is  available.   There 
are  no  improvements,  but  people  are  using  the  area  for  picnics  and  recreation. 
This  area  is  about  15  miles  from  St.  Regis. 

A  third  site  which  has  potential  for  recreational  development  is  the 
old  St.  Regis  Forest  Service  Ranger  Station.   This  site  is  located  within  the 
town  of  St.  Regi  s. 

DETERMINATION:   It  has  therefore  been  determined  by'  the  State  of  Montana, 
Department  of  Highways  that  there  are  no  prudent  and  feasible  alternatives  to 
the  taking  of  this  public  land  for  highway  purposes.   The  chosen  alignment  is 
the  most  feasible  .from  both  an  economic  standpoint  and  from  an  esthetic  point 

Exhibit  #10  -  Letter  from  Mineral  Co.  Board  of  Commissioners  ( 6-8-7 1 ) 
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of  view.   The  validity  of  this  determination  has  been  supported  and  documented 
in  the  foregoing  text  on  alternates  and  the  efforts  which  have  been  made  to 
replace  the  park  land  being  acquired.   The  people  of  Mineral  County  will  have 
more  acreage  for  recreation  purposes,  with  some  improvements  to  the  park,  none 
of  which  are  available  at  the  present  site. 

The  Department  of  Highways  has  approval  from  the  Mineral  County  Board 
of  Commissioners  and  has  an  agreement  from  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Company  for 
the  acquisition  of  the  present  public  park.   The  Department  of  State  Lands  has 
agreed  to  issue  a  permanent  easement  to  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  for 
Lot  k,    Section  16,  Township  1'/  North,  Range  27  West.   This  will  cost  the  Depart- 
ment of  Highways  approximately  $18,500.'' 

TO  MINIMIZE  HARM:    Whereas  it  has  been  determined  there  are  no  feasible  alter- 
nates to  the  use  of  subject  park  land  in  Mineral  County,  the  State  has  taken 
steps  to  replace  the  land  which  will  be  lost  to  parks  when  construction  of  the 
Interstate  is  complete.   There  have  been  numerous  contacts  between  personnel  of 
the  Department  of  Highways  and  the  Mineral  County  Board  of  Commissioners  to  try 
and  resolve  the  problem.   Various  sites  have  been  reviewed  in  order  to  find 
suitable  land  for  replacement.   Some  of  these  sites  were  suggested  by  the  County 
Commissioners  while  others  were  proposed  by  Highway  personnel.   The  County  did 
not  want  anymore  land  removed  from  their  tax  base,  which  narrowed  the  choice  of 
replacement  land. 

The'  tract  of  land  finally  decided  upon  is  Lot  k,    Section  16,  Township  17 
North,  Range  27  West.   This  Lot  is  shown  as  containing  20.5^-  acres,  18.32  of 
which  con  be  used  for  park  purposes.   The  other  2,22  acres  is  in  existing  high- 
way right  of  way  easement.   The  Mineral  County  Board  of  Commissioners  gave  their 
consent  for  the  Department  of  Highways  to  use  the  existing  park  land  by  letter 
of  September  7 ,  \$J\ , 


X-14 


RUTH   E.  VERLEY 
o!.En«  rar  t^k  board 


RALPH   E.   JOHNSON 
LinETTE  P.    BENNETT 
RICHARD  J.   HDLLENBACK 


POST  OFFICE   BOX  D17 
SUPERIOR,  MONTANA  59372 

August  5 >  1971 


Robert  E.  Champion,  P.E, 
Chief  Right  of  Way  Agent 


Re:  Letter  July6 ,  1971 
1  1G  90-1  (13)  27  PE 
St.  Regis  -  East  &  West 
Ref:   62-KUi 


ses 


Dear  Mr.  Champion, 

I  spoke  with  Mr,  Lowell  Myers  of  your  Right  qi  Way  Department  at 
the  Public  Hearing  on  July  29,  1971,  in  St.  Regis,  about  the  Park  in 
St.  Regis,  Montana.  It  was  the  feeling  of  the  Commissioners  that  we 
would  like;  15  acres  adjacent  to  a  proposed  Fish  and  Game  development, 
preferably  the  Two  Kile  area  which  the  public  has  used  Cor  years  for 
swim-ling  and  fishing,  Ke  understand  the  Fish  and  Game  Department  recompen 
the  County  for  the  tax  loss  when  private  land  is  purchased. 

We  note  that  you  say  that  "no  objections  were  raised  opposing  the 
possible  loss  of  the  park"  at  the  May  2S,  1963,  Public  Hearing  in  St,  Regis, 
However,  on  pages  10  and  11  of  this  transcript  Commissioner  Bennett  asked 
for  a  replacement  of  the  park  area  lost.  The  park  was  given  for  recreation 
to  all  the  inhabitants  of  Mineral  County,  not  the  community  of  St.  Regis. 

Ive  cannot  consent  to  your  t.alfinc  the  oarkland  for  the  interstate  ere^ect 
without  a  land  replacement. 

Any  recreational  site  is  significant  nowadays,  especially  since  Mineral 
County  is  overrun  with  c 


■■ut  of  .state  tourists. 


We  do  not  want  money  compensation,  Vie  want  replacement  land.  We  are 
not  asking  for  vehicular  traffic  into  the  park,. 


W^ct'.cc'^jjg     9  1571     .    \ 


7,  l 


r/v  oiVi  $)',:< 


j. 


~fe"7  ".aMa^.".™      I  _.  .1 


-./  at/ 


\  c  k/w  ''mc.r'-i~.!.. 
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ry~~   {     r'iE ''M:j:'jJZ 


Yours   t tally,, 


a.^t-L  &    >^/Tln<&&7? 


Chairman  of/ the  koa^-.K' 
I  - 
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XATiTV-1  U'rt:  NX  J ~fM S CM 
LISETTE  P.  BENNETT 
RALPH    E.   JOHNSON 


J.    A.    WILKINSON 
CU'lt    nr   the    b  a  a  b  o 


POST   OFFICE    BOX   517 
SUPERIOR,    MONTANA    59Q72 

Sept.  li|,  1970 


State  Highway  Commission 
Right  of  Way  Supervisor 
Missoula,  Montana 


Subject:  1-90-1(13)12 
St.  Regis,  East  &  West 


Pit  . 


62-MLN 


Dear   Sir: 


In  the  esse  of  the  designated  park  area  in  St.  Regis, 
which  area  was  given  to  the  County  an  a  park  by  the  Anaconda 
Copper  Company  in  1937 s    we  woul&.._llke  the.,srea  replaced,   It 
has  been  used  informally  by  the  children  for  fishing,  swimming, 
and  compfires,  and  we  would  like  a  similar  area. 

•;Th/is  meaq's'_  ec  sy  accessibility  for  .-children  who  do  -.  -. 
not  drive  cars*  ■'  We'-'jJould  like  to  have  drivingUaccess  to ■■■th4)-'.  •"■■./. 
area.,  but  within  the". area  we  do  not  want  roads Vf or  cars.  ,We; 
do  not  want  •.'overnight  facilities  for  trail  era'-  c/r  campers  'for;  '  •'''■ 
the  general apy.h?i  ic  .•  MWe  want  to  keep  it  in  a"-,  Wilderness  ■-.  .  .  ** 
condition,  ;"\\-         "■■.•■'  -'iv .'.•*•'        •  ;•'.'•■   ■%:•■' 

Also.,  .we  want  river  frontage  equivalent  to  the  ■  •" .  •■  ■ 
length  we  now  'h'r.vc,   "on  the  St.  R^^i o  River,  and  we  wp.n.t  shad''-1 
truss  equiyaa^enb  t-o.At.iae  present  shade.     ;,/A'<-"v-        .■  •'•£$4\- *'.•"*'.* 

We  are.  available  and  happy  to  accompany  you  in 
the  selection  of  a  future  park  for  the  young  people  of  the 
county. 

Yours  very  truly, 

BOARD  OP'  COMMISSIONERS 

OP  MINERAL  COUNTY,  MONTANA 

■/  /  / 

Ralrw/ E,    Johns  on  3    Chairman 
v  1/ 


EXHIBIT  2. 


LOOKING   NORTH    INTO    PARK 
FROM    ROAD    ON    DIKE 


LOOKING   NORTH    INTO   PARK 
FROM    ROAD    ON  DIKE 


LOOKING     EAST     FROM    DIKE 
INTO      PARK 


EXISTING    PARK 


EXHIBIT    3 


;  >* 


PARK  ENTRANCE  LOOKING  SOUTH 


LOOKING  SOUTH  ALONG  ROAD 


LOOKING  SOUTH  ALONG  ROAD 


EXISTING    PARK 


LOOKING  SOUTH    PARALLEL    TO   ROAD 


LOOKING    EAST    FROM   ROAD 


LOOKING    EAST    ACROSS    RIVER    TO    PARK 


EXISTING  PARK 


TRAIL  SOUTHERLY  OF  P.T.W. 
POSSIBLE    ACCESS    ROAD 


EAST   END  OF  OVERPASS 
LOOKING    SOUTH 


EAST  END  OF   OVERPASS 
LOOKING   WEST 


LOOKING    EAST 
FROM  THE  EAST   BOUNDARY 


REPLACEMENT  PARK   LAND         EXHIBIT  4 


CENTER    OF  TRACT 
LOOKING   SOUTH 


CENTER  OF  TRACT 
LOOKING    WEST 


LOOKING     WEST 
ON    ROAD  RIVER   BANK 


REPLACEMENT  PARK  LAND 


LOOKING     WEST 
FROM  THE  EAST  BOUNDARY 


300  FEET  FROM    EAST   BOUNDARY 
LOOKING    WEST 


■  / 


f&tff. 


600  FEET  FROM  EAST  BOUNDARY 
LOOKING  NORTHWEST 


800   FEET  FROM  EAST  BOUNDARY 
LOOKING    NORTH 


REPLACEMENT  PARK  LAND 
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EXHIBIT  5 


j.iU:j  conveyance  10  subject  to  una  thoro  is  cxcoutac]  trad 
rocorvod  horcfror.'.  any  end  till  i*lehts  of  v.*ay  end  oascnorrbs  hereto- 
fore  crartca  or  boy?  existing  upon  tho  above  described  promises,  or 
any  pari:  tho  roof,  Tor  railway  purposss,   or  i'or  tho  purposes  or 
ditohos3   v;atoruaya  or  pipe  lip.es. 


as,   telephone,   telegraph,  or  electric 
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EXHIBIT    5 


mtim&i  county  doard  of  go^issioners 


RUTH   E.  VERLEY 

CLERK    Or   THE    BOARD 


RALPH    E.  JOHNSON 
LISETTE  P.   BENNETT 
RICHARD  J.  HDLLEIslBACK 


PDST  DFF1GE   BOX  517 
SUPERIOR,  MONTANA  59872 

Sept.  7,  1971 


Re:   I  90-1   (13) 

St.  Regis  -  East  &  West 


Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  5'9&01 


Attention? 


Robert  E.  Champion 
Chief  Right  of  Way  Agent 


Gentlemen: 

The  County  Commissioners  of oMineral  County  give  their 
consent  to  the  taking  of  the  park  area  at  St.  Regis, 
for  the  Interstate  highway  program  under  the  following 
conditions ; 

Lot  i;  of  Section  16,  Township  17  North,  Range  27  West, 
containing  20.51+  acres,  and/or  other  similar  tracts  of 
public  land  be  placed  in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Fish 
and  Game  Commission  for  development,  subject  to  written 
agreement  between  the  Pish  and  Game  Commission  and  the. 
Mineral  County  Commissioners, 

The  County  Commissioners  of  Mineral  County  will  be  kept 
informed  of  the  progress  in  securing  the  said  replacement- 
sit  e . 

The  Highway  Commission  will  attempt  to  secure  a  quit 
claim  deed  from  the  Anaconda  Company  for  their  interest 
in  the  -present  site. 


Yours  .vory  truly, 

Ralph  E .(/Johns on£/t !ha iroian 


Lisetto  F,  Bennett 
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/  '-W-v*'  "  "V  Missoula,   Montana       5?801 

September  30^  1971 


Board  of  County  Coraniss loners 

Hineral  County 

Superior?  Montana  5°o72 

Gentlemen! 

Reference  is  xaade  to  the  propos.il  that  the  State  Highway  CowrrdGBlon 
obtain  an  easement  on  State  lend  in  Lot  1;  of  Section  16,  lovnahip  17  North, 
iiange  2?  West,  containing  20. SU  acres  on  the  North  bank  of  tho  Clark  'fork 
River.  Upon  obtaining  the  easetvsnt  the-  Highway  Commission  ■would  turn  tho 
property  .over  to  the  Fish  and  Garr.s  Ccawission  for  pubLic  recreational  use. 


,^,-id  v.ien  the  land  in  placed  in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Fish  and 
Game  Coiiaission,  the  fc'ich  and  Game  Coasnission  will  maintain  tho  area  for  & 
public  boat  launching  area,  a  day  uaa  picnic  area  and  a  fishing  access  area. 

It  is  probable  that  a  trinimuiTi  of  development  will  be  made  euch  as  a 
boat  launching  rajup,  two  latrines^  up  to  tour  picnic  tables  and  several 
g  arbage  c  o n t a x n 3 r s „ 

The  facilities  can  bo  Increased  if  public  use  warrants  the  expanding 
of  each  facilities. 

Very  truly  yours. 


We  J,  Ever  in. 
District.  Supervisor 


VJKtda       / 
cc:  L.   Meyers  'y 
W,  heedgerd 


EXHIBIT  S 


RUTH   E.  VERLEY 
ei_t:n>c  OF  THE   DOAHD 


RALPH    E.  JDHN53DN 
UE3ETTE  P.   BENNETT 
RICHARD  J.   HQI.LENBACK 


District  Supervisor,  Highway  Dept 
Right- of  Way  Department^ 

Missoula,  Montana   59301 

Att;  Mr.  Lowell  Myers 
Dear  Sir: 


POET  OFFICE   BOX   D17 
SUPERIOR,   MONTANA  59B72 

June    Bt   1971 
tf  <X        R/W  DSP?.         ^ 

JU:i;j    m 

STAir-  KIU.VMY  lOfaMISSIGH 
MI5S0ULA,  MONTANA 


In  regard  to  replacing  the  15-acre  park  donated  by  the  ACM  Co0 

to  Mineral  County,  the  County  Commissioners  have  taken  the  following 
position: 

The  Commissioners  of  Mineral  County  are  definitely  against 
taking  any  private  land  off  the  tax  rolls;  even  if  the  property  tax 
paid  to  the  county  is  negligible a      The  principle  pursued  by  the 
Highway  Department  in  removing  tax  base  property  from  the  County  tax 
rolls  is  harmful  to  Mineral  County's  finances  *  We  are  not  going  to 
give  any  encouragement  to  this  practice* 

We  h?ve  the  following  suggestions  as  to  possible  park  sites;  all 
are  on  public  non- taxable  land,  and  all  are  in  informal  use  by  the 
local  people  as  picnic  and  recreation  sites.,, 

1„  Little  Joe  Creek  picnic  ares — 'approximately  3  miles  from 

Highway  10,  access  already  available*   Site  is  immediately 

below  junction  .of  North  Fork  and  South  Fork  of  Little  Joe 
Creek,  Section  34, 'TlSN,  R28W,   Creek,  '  ■' 

2»  Site  on  old  Yellowstone  Trail,  (now  abandoned)  going  West 
from  Sto  Regis  on  old  Kalian  Gulch  Road,  access  already 
available  ,,   Creek-,— -Distance  from  town  is  approved  by  us„ 
Section  5j  TIB?!,  K28V/0 

3c   Old  St.  Regis  Forest  Service  Ranger  Station  between  old 

Mullan  Gulch  Road  and  present  Highway  10*   This  is  not  the 
present  Work  Center*,   Site  does  not  adjoin  any  ether  Forest 
Service  land*   It  has  2  old  houses,-  Location  is  in  town* 


Yours  truly.,-j 


},    /, 


Chairman.    Board   of   County  Commissioners 


Pujrcy 
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STATU!  OF  MONTANA 


DEPARTMENT   OF    STATE   LANDS 


STATE  CAPITOL 


HELENA  PPCOI 


Si  ATT    DOARD   OF 

L.ANO  Commissioners 

Fo-.pl'si   H.  Anderson 

COVtMI.OR 

DOLon?:;;  Colqurg 

SUPT.  Cr    PUHLIC    INSTRUCTION 

F'rank  Murray 

SECNt-VA'^Y   or    &TATE 

Robert  L.  Woodahu 

ATTORNEY   GENERAL 


,       Ten   SCHWINDEN 
COMMISSIONER 


\ 

ED 

..      r* 

ED 
L JS 

RESOURCE 

FOR  THE  j 

' PRESENT 

AN 

OPPORTUNITY 

FOP.   THE 

i  u  I  U I  •  t. 


f/tOS)    449-207 
•  ""  "  "■"*" ""  '       :  • ,-  ■      "  ■';    ■ "  'fj    ■ 

r""1    r~":.v,".T.™ in 

\__  I  *     j  ci  U."J  Rpords      :'■':■ 

I i"'q  r/j  ■■■'•:■"■    "-},  ;.!"•  \ 

iH^-l  -^-a-, !1L,  J jSl  '  ~'T) 


I-ic-rch  24,    157/ 


Hr.    PetR  /"anaar 
P.f;.ht  of  Hey  ftsprxtuent 
State  Hi2h\.vry  CoitiMinsion 
Helens,   Montana       59601 

Re:      X   90-1 (53) 

State  of  Montana 

Lou  4,    Gee,    16,    Twp.    1711,    Rge.    27W 

Mineral  County 


Dear  Mr.  Zenker: 

It  in  herehv  acre  fid  that  the' Department  of  State  Lands  will 
rpconrasnd  to  the  board  of  Land  Co:,t.nis8'i.oncrs  issuance  of  r. 
permanent  e;.ser.sent  for  a  20.54  acre  tract  of  lead  located  in 
'j,  e,  Government  Lot  4,  Section  16.  Township  17  Worth,  Reuse 
27  West,  Montana  Principal  Meridian,  Mineral  County,  Montana, 
for  use  as  a  public  recreational  area  as  soon  as  authorization 
to  t-cciuire  the  ri^ht  of  way  for  Interstate  Highway  Project 
X  90-1(53),  St.  ilC'Sis-East  and  West  is  received  from  the  Federal 
Highway  Adi:iiniPurotion « 

Upon  pyprovsl  by  the  Board  and  receipt  of  the  mutually  agreed 
ccrnpftnWtion  of  $10,511,00,  ($1.8,486.00  for  land  and  $25,00 
for1 Dec'  Fee)  from  the  Department  of  Highways,  the  easement 
will  be  issued  to  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Department  as 
per  request  of  the  Department  of  Highways* 


,;-,.  /„—.,.<, 


.Ve:.-y~tru!.y  yours,   ,.  — ) 

/     0    -A 


-■•  i 


Robert  •>.' 

Chief  F-ield  /[:'■. it. 


,.v;.-. /„/-,   '- -b  ■•  a.--^  •■•>    // 
Kaundal  "" 
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Fb. jral  Building,  Missoula,  Moutan.  J9801 


HEPLY  rO;   1940  (7100) 

Environmental  Statement  -  Section  4(f)  Determination', 

.  subject:  St.  Regis  East  &  West,  1-90  (Reference:   Your  Itr. 

1  90-1  (13)  27-35  (10/4/71) 

TO:   Lewis  M.  Chittim        .     '  .■  v.-.' •  '. '  :'■'.■.-".'■;;" 
State  Highway  Engineer         ' ' ':'"-'/  :  '  ""-'■'-■.'• 
.  '  •     Montana  State  Highway  Department  •"..'.    . 

6th  Avenue  &  Roberts  ■.'•".. 

•  .  ■     Helena,  Montana  59601  ■"...  '  '•'    ';'.'.'   ■ 


KOV  13*1971 


We  have  reviewed  the  subject  completed  Section  4(f)  Determination. 
We  agree  with  the  proposal  to  replace  the  St.  Regis  Park  with  a 
park  in  Lot  4  of  Section  16,  Township  17  North,  Range  27  West,  and. 
the  environmental  statement  covering  the  proposal.   The  proposed 
park  and  its  facilities  would  be  a  valuable  complement  to  the 
Forest  Service  campground  approximately  1  mile  upriver.   We  concur 
with  the  proposal  to  develop  boat-launching,  day-camping,  and 
picnicking  facilities  at  the  site.   Since  it  will  take  the  place 
of  a  "city  park,"  we  suggest  a  large  group  picnic  area  be 
incorporated.  •••-.*-*..  ■  '  " 

We  recommend  that  representatives  from  the  Montana  State  Highway 
and  Fish  and  Game.  .Departments  meet  with  our  Lolo  National  Forest 
people  to  coordinate  planning  of  recreation  facilities  along  the 
OxRrea.   Some  of  this  coordination  has  been,  initiated  already. 
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would  have,  a   significant  adverse  impact  on  recreational  use.  of  the  river 

by  restrict-in,",  access  to  it.   It  would  seem  appropriate  tc  take  further 
steps  to  Minimize  this  probable  impact  by  increasing  the  river  access. 
Apparently,  construction  of  the  project  will  have  a  minimal  impact  on  the 
fishery  resource.  ... 

Section  VI  "Alternatives"  does  not  consider  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
alignment  in  the  St.  Regis  area  where  most  of  a  14-acrc  Mineral  County 
park  site  would  be  taken  for  highway  right-of-way  purposes.   Statements 
on  page  ?.  of  the  Section  4(f)  determination  indicate  that  your  office 
believes  thai:  the  taking  of  the  park  site  is  unavoidable.   If  this  is  the 
case,  then  this  adverse  impact  should  be  discussed  in  the  draft  statement 
under  Section  IV,  "Evaluation  of  Environmental  Impact"  and  especially  under 
Section  V,  "Adverse  Environmental  Effects  That  Cannot  Be  Avoided."   In  its 
present  form,  the  draft  statement  only  briefly  mentions  the  park  impact  in 
Section  IV  and  does  not  discuss  it  at  all  in  Section  V, 

Section  4(f)  determination      ■  •   .-..-  ■•■'•■        •< 


»v>.»v, 


Our  major   concern  with   the  Section  4(f)    determination  is   the   arrangement 
to  replace   the   county   park   land   with  state   owned    land  which   is    to  he 
developed  and   administered  by   the  Montana  Fish   and  Game   Commission.      It 
is  difficult  to  determine  whether  or. not   the  determination  satisfies   the 
■  .  •.pr-oyi'sions'.o.f  •.  Section  -'/i(£!J.  -"since,  -no,,  alternatives    to   the  proposed  ..alignment^ 
■;"  !  are  ;disc;us's'ed^':*:^f'v  there,  is' v!.pv  "f  e;a/;i-bie-!;'and  '•'prudent/-  •a-l'toihiative"';t'6   the-- ■'■ 
:'.    .  proposed  •aiipnmen.Uj  '•w'lV-b.elick'e.'tTie   arrangement'  for '  replacing  .thct'county. -/ 
;'   '  park  "land  wodlci  be_};a1ruif  ac'tdry   i-f'lhe  'cos  t's"  of   developing-  j:hej  n;few   cJ-tc^  j 
:".-'^3_j-act  liiT'Iy.^^i.'tlV^iiglway^p^oject^f unds%.*;/.;Ke  view,  tlfis- condition';;^  ,-.;.-  '."■■. 
•'.'•.    'jus  til iab3.e:-'.'jince  h'ighvJay-'"  prqject'"-ftm<fe   «r'p  being  used-  .ixY  eliminate  existl 
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or  Section  'Hi')  is  to  oc  met,  our  \<xuw  j.m  lm.,,.  ^j....  ^v u.  v-,.  ,. ...v,.. v. ....... .«.„ 

•;  '•  j  development;-  at  J  the"'  replacement]  site  ■  r-hou'id  -be  paid  wifjv'highway  project' 
-funds 


This  point  is  of  particular  concern  since  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  the  Land  and  Water  Conservation  Fund,  shares  the  cost  of  numerous 
recreation  development  projects  sponsored  by  the  Montana  State.  Fish  and 
Game  Department,  We  do  not  believe  the  Fish  and  Game  Department  should 
pay  for  developing  facilities  which  are  being  developed  sole;/  to  mitigate  ■ 
the  impact  of  highway  construction  per  Section  4(f)  requirements,   If  this 
occurred,  the  hand  and  Water  Conservation  Fund  might  also  bo  used  to  pay  for 
the  mitigation  of  the  impact  of  the  highway  project.   We  believe  our  views 
are  consistent  with  the  intent  of  Section  4(f), 
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■   UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OFJTHE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  OUTDOOR, RECREATION 

PACIKIC    NOR'YHWF.ST  '.REGION 


■1)36     Your   reference: 
1-90-1    (13)    27-35 
St,    Regis   East   and  West 
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Mr,  II.  J,  Anderson 
Director  of  Highways- 
Montana  State  Highway  Department  ■ 
Sixth  and  Roberts  ■  •  •:  ' 

Helena,  Montana  .59601       .'     '  "  >.' 

Dear  Mr.  Anderson:        .'.•'•-  ■ 

These  are  belated  comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  and 
Sect.cn  4  £   determination  received  from  Mr.  Chittim  for  the"  hove 
re  erenced  highway  project.   We  regret  the  delay  in  providing  co, Lnts 
Unfortunately,  other  priorities  prevented  an  earlier  response.  These 

esent 


comments   are   the  views   of   riw«   „«•?,*„        ■>    i  'ullbL'      J 

the  views  of  LI  ihLUke  a:!d  d°  «ot  necessarily  rep. 


the  viev?s  of  our 
the   Interior. 


Washington  of f ice, or  the  office  of  the  Secretary  "of 


teJ„!!...AU?llft   ?\1971'    ^nns,nitled:  preliminary   cheats  "on    the 
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me  project  in  general.   We  deferred 
completion  of  the  Section  4(f)  determination  which 

--  j      J-  s>  I  JL  * 


•Cn  Cement 


final  comments  until 
we  received  October  3. 

'Draft  Env ir on men t a 1  S 

The  draft  statement  could  be  strengthened  from  the  standpoint' of 
recreation  and  related  aesthetic  concerns:   Our  main  con  or   t   .toted 
in  our  earlier  letter  is  Hi-»t-  i-h«  «~  ■         .  ,        in'  1--  stated 


Letter  2 


.,;   .  '  ■   ■'••;•   ■  3.  • 

In  the  future,  views  of  the  Department  of  the.  Interior  on  Draft 

Environmental  Statements  should  bo  solicited  by  submitting  15  copies   -  ■  <  • 
(20  if  accompanied  by  a  Section  4(f)  determination)  to  Mr.  John  M,    Larson,. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  Program  Policy,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240.   This  concurs  with  the  procedures  of  the  Federal  Highway  Adminis- 
tration as  stated  in  PPM  90-1,  Appendix  C~5,  which  the  Department  of  the^ 
Interior  is  now  following.   This  procedure  will  result  in  the  consolidation 
of  all  Interior  agency  views  into  one  Departmental  response.    " 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  provide  preliminary  comments.      • 

•  ',  .     Sincerely  yours, 


Maurice  II.  Lundy 
Regional  Director 
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FROM 


SUBJECT: 


"'f  /n  <*•>•  rr  ^  /*/ <J  fYI/1 

'Wi  OLHil&ul 


Mr.  11.  N.  Stewart 
Division  Engineer 
Helena,  Hon  carta 

I.    C.    Uo-,a  /(. 


era U;S1- DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

j^nJcTfT" ("FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

jTifTsFa; j~222  S,   W.  Morrison  Street 

j_r-____        {"""Portland,   Oregon       97204 

(DATE:    November  19,    1971 


Kcgior/c-7/;  /'  ivironmental  Coord x'na  tor; 
PortlajiU/  Oregon 

Montana   Project   I  90-1  <13>27-35_| 


In  reply  refer  to:     08-00. 36 


r  lng;m3  i 
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St.  Regis 


;t  and  west 


Section  4(f)  Statement  supplement  .to  _^ 


Draft  Environmental  Statement 


■  ,\0  CO 


but 


Reference   is  made   to  your  October  \l}h^lTnj<^,ojandum  vh:Lch  transmitted 
the  Section  4(f)   Statement  forjihej  cubjcct_projcct.      Following  are  the 
comments  of   the   Regional  Environmental   Committee  for  your  review  and 
consideration,    prior   to   the   submission  of  a  Final  Environmental/Section  4(i) 
Statement;  3 

(1)  Haps*    plans,    photos,    etc.,   were   considered   insufficient   to 
Cully  describe   the  existing  park  and   the  proposed  highway  encroachment. 

(2)  Poro  2,   paragraph  two;     The  statement,    "within   the  corridor 
itself    there  was   not  much   consideration   given   to  alternate    locations 
through  the  area   of   St.    Regis,"  is   considered  a   poor  choice  of  words. 
The    "feasible  and   prudent  alternative"  determination  has   not  been 
supported.      Apparently,    an  alternative   to   the   north  of   the  proposed 
alignment  would    involve    taking   of    residential   property   in   St.    Regis, 
no  mention  of    the   number   of    residences   so   affected  are   discussed.      Li- 
wise,    an  alternative   to   the  south  of    the   proposed   alignment  would    involve 
possible   encroachment    into   the   St.    Regis    River,   but.no  mention  of    the 
degree   of   encroachment   is   discussed.      Without   sufficient  mapping   to 
depict   the  various   alternatives  and   factual    information  concerning 
residential  disruption  and   river  encroachment,    the   Section  4(f)   deter- 
mination 03    submitted   does   not   support   the   State's   contention   that   there 
are  no  feasible   or  prudent  alternatives    to   the   taking  of   county  park  land. 

Further  discussion  on   the   prudency  of    taking  park   land  appears 
warranted.      The  number  of   residential   and/or  business   units  affected 
find    the   severity  of   river  encroachment   should  be  given.      In   this  manner, 
the  reviewers  of   the  final  environmental/Section  4(f)  statement  can^ 
more  adequately   evaluate   the   State's    proposal. 

(3)     The  availability  of   other   similar   lands    in   the   St.    Regis  vicinity 
(county   park. is   presently  accessible   to   people   of    St.    Regis,    both 
pedestrians   and  motorists)    is   not  discussed.      Also,   what   plans --if   any-- 
did   the  county  have   in  developing   the  existing  park?     Photographs   of    the 

'■more- 
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Mr.  II.  N.  Stewart: 
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November  19,  1971 


existing  park  site  would  be  helpful  for  reviewers  not  thor  ughly 
familiar  with  the  project;  area.  , 

(4)  What  improvements,  if  any,  will  be  made  by  the  State  Highway 
Commission  at  the  site  of  the  proposed  replacement  park  lard?   Is  the 
access  frontage  road  specifically  provided  to  serve  this  replacement 
park  land,  or  just  a  part  of  the  Sloway  Interchange  design.-  regardless 
of  park  considerations? 

(5)  The  deed  restrictions  and/or  reversionary  clause;  on  the 
property  deeded  by  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Company  to  Miner.'  1  County  for 
park  purposes  should  be  included  in  the  final  submittal. 

(6)  What  is  the  status  of  negotiations  between  the  State  Highway 
Commission  and  Anaconda  Company  as  to  its  reversionary  interest?  The 
final  submittal  should  reflect  the  latest  planning  with  Mineral  County, 
and  State  Fish  and  Game  officials. 


(7)  The  White  print  of  FAP  183  E-l  showing  location  of  replacement 
site  indicates  there  are  20.: 54  acres  of  land  in  Lot  4,  Section  16, 
T17N,  H27VJ.   However,  the  sketch  indicates  the  park  replacement  site  to 
be  18.32  acres,  as  some  portions  of  Lot  4  are  apparently  needed  for 
construction  and  right-or-way  purposes.   If  this  parcel  is  presently 
owned  by  the  State  of  Montana  what  is  its  present  land  use? 
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Helena,  Montana  59601 
October  27,  1971 


Mr,  GroYor  0„  Powers 

Preconstruetion  Engineer  \  ■ 

Montana  Highway  Department  ■ 

Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Grover: 

We  have  reviewed  the  A~F  Statement  concerning  the 
*t.  Regis  Park  on  the  St.   Regis-East  and  West  highway 
project.     We  have  no  comment a  to  Eake  on  this  statement. 

Wo  would  like  to  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to 
review  this  declaration. 


JbmcereJLY, 


RALPH  W.   BOLAND,   ASSISTANT  CHIEF 
EWIEOKMENTAL  RESOURCES  DIVISION 
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RUTH  E.  V El? LEY 
laciiK  nr  rut  board 


RALPH    E.  .J  Q  HNS  UN 
LISETTE  P.   f3ENNETT 

RICHARD  J.   HOLLENBACK 


post  QFFict:  nnx  r>i7 

SUPERIOR,   MONTANA  59U72 


November  5.  1971 


Re:  I  90-1  (13) 

St,  Repis  -  East  &  West 


Mr.  Lev/is  M,  Chittim,  P.E.       •: 

State  Highway  Engineer  •.'■.' 

Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  .Chitting  '....'.■ 

Your  letter,  etc-  of  October  kt   197-1  s   regarding  the  pablic  park  area 

on  job  190-1  (13)  27-35,  St,  Regis  East  and  West,  is  satisfactory  to 

the  Mineral  County  Commissioners.  .•■  ;'  . 


Yours  truly, 


Ralph  E.  jtfohnson,  (Chairman 
Lisette  P.''  Bennett 
Richard  J.  Hollenback 
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Helena,  Montana 

May  9,  1972      .■':?&■: 

;."•;"   1-90-1(13)  27  PE  '  ..'  ;' 
St. Regis  -  E  &  W  ■ 
Ref:  62-MLN     "  ■•■-:'•- 


Mr,  E.  J,  Anderson  ■  r  •■*  '■'•-'■  ^'■•^7^;^^!;>';' v.'';"' '"'.  :T;^'.**'V'!7*''?^ 
Director  of  Highways  '  '  "";"■■;  k";;:/-. k'k  •-",'■---;  '•■•■> ■'--'•■  *k."yP  •;,';  ...  /  :'"--J 
Capitol  Post  Office  .  '"  :,k/-.k-7-"-1p;'k:  -<•*'  "){'■•?  :kk."kk ;. "k  '.i'-ivkk':- ".';/  '}■; 
Helena,  Montana       -  .  -~}:  k:'>kk-  "^^"■':-:fr^".''"'^j''\'.^f'^';''^r"^'i     '""'';•'*";'■'' 

Dear  Mr.  Andersons      .  V-k' :-  ~kk.  i'."i:..t"  'Ck-  ''■,'-.•"'•  •■•'.. : " ,;'  '■'  ::"' '.;  •. :;',  ;■  •'.  ■ 

Your  letter  of  April  26,  1972,  addressed  to  Ralph 
Boland  of  our  department  has  been  referred  to  me  for 
reply,,  ■  .-  \  ■;..'._.■'•.•..•. 

Please  be  advised  that  the  proposed  routing  of 
this  project  will  not  affect  any  of  our  lands.   We  are  ..-•-.:  - 
now  aware  of  the  planned- routing  and  will  take  it  into 
consideration  if  we  negotiate  for  any  lands  in  this  vicinity 
in  the  future.      .     ..,.-,  .',-.;  •>•  ■..-...   , ..  , 


Thank  you  for  giving  us  the  opportunity  to  comment 
on  this  matter.  :   •  ■   ••■.-:■:-:  ..  ...,.■:. v-      ■  •.•."•;•  k  ■- 
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Sincerely p  '"-:;■':";  ..:-.;.;>v;.'- 

i  *■'.■"', 

Si:4  V    DON    L  „    BROWN 
]cf7p$A  J?£SH   AND   GAfrlE    DIRECTOR 
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-By:   Wesley  R.  Woodgerd,  Chief 

Recreation  &  Parks  Division 
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United  \     ates   Department   of   agriculture 
forest  service 
Lolo  N? 
2801  Russell  Street 

Missoula,   Montana     59801  _ 


May  9,  1972 


replytO:  7770  System  Operation 


SUBJECT:  1-90  St.  Regis  E  &  W 


TO;  Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Attn:  Mr.  Robert  Champion  R/W  Section  Supervisor 

Gentlemen: 

As  you  requested  in  your  letter  of  April  26th}  we  have  the  following 
comments  on  the  4-f  Section  of  the  Environmental  Statement  for  1-90 
.St,  Regis  E  &  W: 

The  highway  does  not  pass  through  any  planned  or  existing  parks,  ._ 
recreation  areas,  picnic  or  campgrounds,  or  game  refuges.  All 
environmental  impacts  on  National  Forest  lands  have  been  minimized- 
to  the  optimum  extent  feasible  to  the  mutual  satisfaction  of  the 
Moat-ana  Highway  Department  and  the  Lolo  National  Forest,   __,  .     ■ ,- 
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(/Forest  Supervisor 


JACK  LARGE 
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June   29,    1971 


Mr.  Grove r  0,  Powers  P.E. 
Pre const ruction  Lngint er 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena }  Montana  59601 


Dear  Mr,    Powers 
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After  reading  environmental  impact  statements  I  90-1  (12) 
.  22  Drexel  east  &  west  and  I  90-1  (13)  2'/  St.  Regis  east 
&  west,  1  would  like  to  make  the  following  comments, 

I  think  the  fishermen  will  use  the  10  foot"  shoulder  on  the  Past 
bound  lane  for  parking  while  fishing  as  there  will  be  no  fence 
to  stop  them, 

Would  like  to  see  more  study  on  the  Little  Joe  read  as  the 
loa  traffic  is  real  heavy  along  with  forest  service  workers 


so  rvic- 

ana  tourists,  in  the  fall  hunters  come  from  Northern  Idaho 
to  use  the  Little  Joe  road  to  get  hack  to  Northern  Idaho 
elk  hunting  area's,  Also  the  cost  oT   buying  private  land 
to  connect  the  Little  Joe  to  the  old  Camel^V  Hump  road 
as  to  a  complete  interchange  at  the  Little  Joe  road. 

Thank  yon  for  letting  me  be  a  part  of  this  project. 


Very  truly  yours^ 


Cecil  F,  Pac  Jonald 

Postmaster 

St,    Rep;is,    Mont; 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOF:—'^^/''^::;;; 


BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 


PCC.ION'At.    Ol   FICL.    REGION    I 
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j-5r»   Lewis  M»   Chittirn 
State  JJSghway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway   C~i;vrd  anion 
Helena,   Montana     59601 

Paai"  Mr«   Chittirn: 
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This  is  in  reply  to  your  Junes  2.1  >   Y)'{\}   letter  requesting  our  rev :1.0V,1  and 
consents  on  tl.it  Draft  ]'«)vlronr:cntal  Statement  for  your  project  to  con- 
struct an  interstate  road   system  within  the  St.   Reikis  Canyon;   Montana. 
We  hove- completed  our  review  and  have  the  following  comments  for  your 
consideration: 

1.     Page  IV- 3  •     The  statement  in  made    that   "The  interat&fe  facility 
Will  require  relocation  of  about  150G  feet  of  the  r.?i3.road  located  in 
the  St.   Kegis  Canyon."     Since  railroad  relocation  would  generally'  have  ft 
Major  effect  on  the  canyon's  ecology^   we  suggest  that  the  inipiicl  or  this 
chance  he  .presented  in  more  detail.       ' '"  i 


2,     Page  V.IJI-1.     .The   statement  Made  on  the  degree  of  irreversible 
or  irretrievable   cor.'rd.t:ncnts  of  resources   :ic   subject  to  question,      vje 
believe  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  include  come  ffiJ&^ionctl  discussion 
which  would   support  your  conc3u::ion.  j 


The  opportunity  to  review  this  statement  in  appreciate 
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Sincere.!  y.j 
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™*w  ^aff  Environmental  Statement 
1-90  -St.  Regis  East;  and  West: 


m'  S?s  M"  CbJttira.  ScnLe.  Highway  Engineer 
^0lLa;in  State  Highway  Department 
oth  Avenue  &  Roberts 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


n — ' — r 


Way 


We   have    the   following-  ro^pp-,.-,-.   «.  , 

prepared  for   this  Jroiect  "     *   °n   the  eavi™^tal  statement 


}'     **E&J2*± IIo'U..   The  Little 


3 oa  Road  has  a  lot:  raor 


significance    LhoTthTr^Mii p   rr      ,  T    ,         ,  naS    a    lot   inore 

utf*  j«  Road  is  Ph„;;dL;:\  r  M?%dfD??fed.on1?^ iv- 

surface  in  the  very  near  future  -J  v-  "l  l  ■  '  '  '"^  bitu'nln™ 
,lD  Xdah0  currently  being  construed  to  th"  '°  ^  ^'^  *0a< 
become  a  main  route  h(;,'-.rm  /  '  '"-'  bame  f't,andar-d ,  Tins  \ 
are,,  e,   >,.-..,     "  bt-Lueea  Avery,  Idaho;  the  Upper  St.  .In,  *■:„„,. 


K'«.terifi3 


;'-.   Maries,    Idaho;    and   St.    Reg 
£S££LJIIdL-Jirfit   par  at 


'per   St.    doe  River 


m'°   tne   ^iver,    it  would 'he   app 


i'1!-      In   discussing  duirn 


raping   of   slide 


this   tiUi   occur   occasional JC   <«"*£    ""   °Pr,°PrJ«£c   to  note    that  while 


'-■   acreage 


Lhe   "vast   <:(,^_,p_    „.    .  »»°u-ui   not    be   considered   as   a  part   of 

insignificant /da £. "   a»xr™aW  flnd  hon«   "-laiiv   3 

***   ««  it'does    talte  ;         ;11     J^J^    f*  ^  ^er   ranged, 

v  '•«.  s>.i  t.n  j.  j.  icance , 

,   4l   £Sfie_IShL  third  paragraph   wrt  h  , 

fertilising  a-?  e7rTv~nT".   7 i^£'-i-'   Wo  .have  proposed  seedlnp  anc 

-  >t-«i,ws)  oj.  construction, 


5.   Page  VTI7-" 


actually  the  many  impact  ^IKl^^      ^^^     After  8tating 
nd  anti climatic  to  claim  that  none  L^V^08'  "  seems  unrealistic 
W.phy  wil.3  he  altered  f  ^  „    "reversible.   At  least  some 
ewto«d  in  kind .   The  P„^;I ™   :.U'3-aI  l°  »a«"«'.ide  and  could  not  be 


»-i«naa  and  could  not  be 


, ";  ;-J'---   ine  cnv.iroun-.ont;'.'  e-,f;,   ,  r '      wwu  no<-  ^C 

handles  this  same  Fruhieei  ,„  -    L;!  ^tatcwent  for  Drexel  E  &  W 

Vl"»   "The  resources-'lh  ;''::;;VT   ,:;li-3lly  °li   ™°    &>    S"«io« 

th0  Interstate  will  be  built-  the  v-T,    ""'   t1lG  land  °"  wh^h 

■  -->  uk.  .e^etal  cover  on  this  laud-  ,-]■,„ 


Letter  Wo.  3 


loss  of  tbc  vegetation  a .s  game  cover;  some  slight  rood 3 ficotions  to  the 
stream  channel;  and  a  reduction  in 


f-hc 


ie  number  ol    name   crossings. 


These 


resources'  will  be  lost  for  the  duration  oi  11 


project,  and  cannot  be 
recouped  while  the  Interstate  is  in  use.   However,  if-  the  time  ever 
comes  when  it  would  be  desirable  to  restore  the  canyon  to  a  natural 
state,  it  could  (theoretically)  be  possible  to  remove  the  Interstate 
and  restore  the  laud  to  nature." 


5.   We  appreciate  the  recommendation  of  the  State  for  Alternate  B 
(restoring  channel  to  Two. Mile  Tend).   This  point  has  been  a  tough  hurdle 
to  cross;  but  despite  a  high  cost,  it  i.s  an  opportunity  to  restore  part 
of  a  badly  impacted  stream,  hence  Vorth  the  cost  and  troubles. 


We  appreciate  the  efforts  to  be  frank  and  factual  with  the  impacts 
covered.   Many  come  from  our  impact  reports,  or  are.  a.  result  of  our'  many 
discussions.   We  accept  them  except  for  the  modifications  above, 


•v -STEVE  YUKICH 

Regional  Forester 
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Mr,  Grover  0,  Powers 
'JVe.con  struetion  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Department 
Helena.  Montana  59601 


Msrrn  jssmn*  (Lh^srum 


Helena^  Montana  59601 

July  29/1971 


Dear  Grover : 

We  have  reviewed  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  Project  I  90-1(13)27; 
St,  Regis~E  &  W,  and  have  the  following  comments: 

We  are  attaching  a  copy  of  the  Dre>:el-E  &  W  statement  review.  The  general 
statements  in  this  review  also  apply  to  the  St,  Rogis-E  &  W  project. 

Specifically  in  the  St,  Regis-IB  &  V?  project,  on  page  I\r~B  the  statement,, 
"The  relatively  small  amount  of  land  taken  for  construction  as  compared  to  the 
Vast  semprimittve  areas  surrounding  the  project  makes  this,  in  fact,  relatively 
insignificant. "  illustrates  the  lacl:  of  ■under standing  of  what  constitutes  adequate 
wildlife  habitat.  The  "vast  seiciprimitive  lands"  surrounding  the  project  ore 
chiefly  summer  range,  which  cannot  be  used  by  big  game  in  the  winter  because  of 
deep  snow.  The  critical  winter  range  lion  on  the  canyon  bottom  and  lower  slopes. 
'The  area  of  approximately  200  acres  of  right-of-way  taken  from  winter  range  is  a 
significant  loss. 


On  page  V--2,  the  discussion  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources  is  contradictory. 
Vie  do  not  -ander stand  -Me  logic  in  the  discussion  of  a  2/3  increase  and/or  100  percer 
repopulation.  We  doubt  that  there  is  any  basis  in  fact  for  such  a  postulation. 
We  find  this  entire  section  unacceptable. 

We  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  these  statements  and  to  make 
comments. 

Sincerely; 

PRANK  11,    DtlOKLb' 

STATE  PISH  AWD  GAME  DIRECTOR 


j(J,Jn  u/.  &AA 


RWB/sd 


RALPH  VI.    BOLAMD,   ASSISTANT  CHIEF 
JSNVUlOJlMfiK'l'AL  RESOURCES  DIVISION 


Bconomi  c  Dove!)  opment 
Walt  Ever in 
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Environmental  Protection  agency 

REGION   VIII 

SUITE  SOO.  1800  LINCOLN   STREET 

DENVER,  COLORADO   B0203 
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Mr.  Low  is  M.  Chittira,  P.E. 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
I lc 'Jen a  ,  Mo 1 1 1 a n a   5 9 6 0 1 


August   5,    1971  _ 

teWt   £<?!?#   uLui?      -U'!:J,t 


J.T 


.■;-5  *-"3«"  >-:;-,i  »':;-•;-*--.•    >     .-  \r*M 
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v.  i   Li 


\  (M 


Dear  Mr.  Chittirn: 

ye  have  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  for  Project 
£-90-1(13)27,  St.  Regis  East  and  West.   We  offer  the  following 
comments  for  your  consideration  in  development  of  the  final 
environ men fcal  statement < 

1.  It  is  noted  that  commercial  development  can  be  ex- 
pected to  concentrate  as  closely  as  possible  to  points 
of  interstate  a'c$c#s.  Will  the  Town  of  St.  Regis  be 
able  to  provide- 'the  public  cervices  that  will  be  re- 
quired as  a   resulyt'-'bf  this  potential  development? 

2.  With  const  ruction';' taking  place  in  and  adjacent  to  the 
St.  Regis  River,-;  -adequate  measures  should  be  taken  to 
prevent  fuels,  oils".,  greases,  bituminous  materials,  con- 
crete, or  other  'deleterious  materials  from  entering  the 
waterway.  Mb  re  .'"■specif ical ly ,  it  is  desirable  for  the 
Montana  Highway.ACominission  to  have  a  contingency  plan 
specifying  courses  of  action  to  be  taken  in  the  event 

of  a  spill. 

3.  All   possible   steps    should   be    taken   to   minimize   increased 
turbidity    in   the    stream   during   construction. 


4.      The  method   of   disposal    of    Bar 


ntary  wastes   during   the 


construction  period   should   be   discussed,    also  measures 
to   be   taken  to  minimize    air  pollution   problems,    i.e., 
dust   and   batch   plant   emissions. 

Based   on   information   included    in   the    statement,    and    sub- 
ject   to   design    end   public    hearing   considerations,   we   prefer 
Alternate   B  as   proposed  .in  your  statement. 


Letter  No . 


Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chittiia,  P.E. 
Page  2 


6.     The  construction  of  a  highway  is,  for  practical  purposes, 
an  irretrievable  commitment,  since  such  an  action  generally 
commits  future  generations  to  continue  similar  use. 


Please  contact  us  if  you  have  any  questions  -regarding  these 
comments . 


cc 


Neil  Orloff,  El. SO 


Dubois 
Acting  Regional  Administrator 


^~  Donald  P.  Dubai 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

SFATTl'i:     DISTRICT,   CORPS     OF     CNG»NCEf?S 

-  • '  \  5 1  &  •  A I  A  S  K  A  N   W  A  Y    S  O  U  T  H 

■V   CO       SEATTLE,  WASHINGTON    80134 
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He.  Lin  '•,,    !.':    ■■  i..->i«A 


Lewis  H.  Chittim,  P,  E. 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commi  ssion 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


Dear  Mr.  Chittim; 
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We  have  reviewed  your  Draft  Environmental  Statement  on  Project  I  90-1 
(13)27,  St.  Regis  East  &   West  transmitted  to  the  Missouri  River  Division 
by  your  letter  39-JGS  dated  23  June  1971.   Project  location  places  re- 
view responsibilities  under  the  purview  of  the  Seattle  District  and  our 
comments  arc  as  follows. 

The  Statement  indicates  two  proposed  channel  changes  on  the  St.  Regis 
River  and  mentions  that  the  alignment  of  the  project  has  been  designed 
to  minimize  river  channel  encroachment.   Under  Sections  IV  and  V  no 
additional  comments  are  made  about  reduced  capacity  for  flood  flows. 
For  lack  of  a  positive  statement  relating  to  flood  flows,  channel, 
capacity;,  or  adverse  effects  in  flood  hazard  areas,  no  conclusions  can 
be  reached  on  how  effective  the  design  has  been  from  this  standpoint. 

The  second  alternative  in  Section  VI,  entitled  "Alternatives"  would  be 
to  .abandon  the  interstate  project.   This  alternative  further  states 
that  this  course  of  action  would  not  fulfill  any  of  the  purposes  of 
the  project,  but  we  fail  to  find  mention  of  what  the  purposes  of  the 
project  are. 

Copies  of  these  comments  are  being  furnished  to  the  Council  on  Environ- 
mental Quali  ty.  • 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  Draft  Environmental 
Statement. 

Sincerely  yours. 


)..t.   Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers 
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EROM 


UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 
A'  (j ' nrro  r,.<T  ft "/)  fh  £  Vfl 


\\t,  11.  K.  Stewart 
Division  Er.gineer 
)!c:3cna,   Montana 

T,    C.  /b loyq,U>  , 

rvC«iorpl/^sviror,mcntal   Coordinator 

Portland,   Oregon 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF-.Tn/.i'iSPOTi.ATlOX; 

FEDERAL  HIGH  WAV  AOMiNISTKATtCN      ri— j 

222  S,  W.  Morrison,  ;St:ract   j"~j 
Portland,  Oregon ."  "'2720^    f*~ 


DATE:  July  30, ■_  1971  .;j___|_| 

In  reply  refer  So/'' 0^-00.  3u_v_j ~ 

i     \ 


SUBJECT: 


ton  tana   I  90-1(13)27,    St.    Regis 
Draft:  Environmental  Statement 


Tl 


East  and  West 


Tl 


•  ~l     /■>..."/»  t 


,    .,     .      ,,nl    committee  baa   reviewed  the  draft -^rAuronmen 

The  Regional   ^'xron  enta  1       ^     tee  cor;^nts  r,xa..„o£i:.er.ed 

statement  for  the   subject  P^ec-      - _                   ervironi»enttl>£tfl.tenei^ 
for  your  consideration  xn  preparing  Lit.  ti^x  ,         , 


vironmental i\ 


(1)     Our  copy  of    the  aerial 


mosaic  map   included  with  Lbe;..cv,ater.ent^^ 

ot:  familiar 
1   to 


.    "J 

.i 


A 


t„  i  ii.t»U«  p»S.».  *  *•*  poo,  ««  ,---;  -  «  f 

with  such  naps.      Perhaps  a    touch-up  on   the  map  ^uia  dg 
SiStitne   the  existing  highly,    streams,   and  so  fo,th. 

(2)     Relocation  possibilities   for  the  8  residences  and  5  blesses 

^{      .: ;  :      rLr»   «„/   -re   tbere  facilities  available"; 

involved  will  be   to  whcie  .no  ...re   u.ut 

/^     t.*«t  »-m    be    the:  environmental- impact  on   the  Camel's  Hump  Road 
when   it   is  used  as  a   detour   £-.cilit>  . 

(4)     If   the  alternative  Camel's  i:^?  Road  had  been  chosen  ^^ 
,f   the  Lyon,   what  would  have  been   ^e  environmental  "^^^J 
,  .    ,  "    „   v.     „-„«  \;-f -i      indicates -there  evidently  wei*.   cnvnui 

;hird  paragraph,    p-*ge   vi   a»    ""'•i,-l-lu'i 


o.i:    tr.e 

paragraph,   page  VI 
easons  why    the   river  route  was   chosen. 

(5)     FWa   Notice   of   February   10,    1971   requests 
be  submitted  with  the   environmental   statement. 


Section  4(f)  matte; 


<YO     v-o  will   maintain   the  fishing  access   ramps?     Are   they  a  joint 
{b)  "";  ,.   e,w^(i   nr  Fish,  and   Game?      If   so,    coordination 

r-M-a-rre  with    the   Forest   Service   or   l  i.»h   »»" 

hould  be  made  with   these  agencies    in  regard   to    their  operation. 


Hark's   Fork   Fiver  has   not  been  discussed  as   an  onvn      -nul 
,  doubt   the  bridge  crossings  will  have   some    oapoct  on  this 
These   crossings  are  not  discussed    in   the   statement..    . 


(7)     The   ( 
ire 
re sou re 
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Letter  No,   7 


/.»  GOVERNMENT 


Draft  Environmental   Impact  Statement:     Highway 
"cct  1-90-1(13)27,  St.    Regis  Lost  and  West, 


mcu    Proj 
Montana 


DEPARTMENT 'Of  TI-AUSI'OriATSO; 
,  -  office  of  the  seewiARv 


dak:AUG  9     IS/1 


in   ccpiy 
rtfer    lo: 


TEU-12 


rso.M  .    Assistant  Secretory  for  Environment 
'    and  Urban  Systems 

10      ,    ii,   [J.   Stewart,   Division  Engineer,   FilWA, 
Helena,  Montana 


This  staff  has  reviewed  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  for 
T_Q0  in  St     Reqis,  Montana,  and  the  historical   background  subnvuted 
in'ricu  of  the  findings  required  by  Section  4(f).     Since  the  hignway 
would  traverse  parklands,  a  submission  in  accordance  with  that, 
provision  should  accompany  the  final   Statement.. 

f 

In  addition,   if  this  project  involves  the  use  of  any  National   Forest 
lands     such  a  taking  would  also  be  subject  to  Section  /1(f),  unless  the 
F0rest  Service  renders  a  supportable  determination  that  trie  specific 
tracts  are  not  significant  for  recreational  or  wild  lire  purposes, 


oo k  torv 


ward  to  receiving  the  final  environmental  impact,  statement 
and  4(f)  submission,  including  my  comments  received  from  the  general 
nijblic  arid  O'.hrm-  public,  onftneies. 

!    // //  4^ 


is"    ■'/     I  !  s^*J 


JT  M,.     (■>-    /,y-J- :.'-r :-.■::::; 


0u(r\/ert  F.   DeSimone"  ■ 
//  /As;-;  i  s  uiwi,  beel  e  u)  y     < 


.,\  ..>  UU'-/...; 


cc: 


Regional  Federal  Highway  Administrator 
Portland,  Oregon 


I '  i  s;e  me.  t " 
!;Xe'b;eY'mke';aA" 


I      j.  Alii  >\  /-> ): 


-  -        .,:_._ 


._   (..„.!_ 


I    I  ;.s-  SiJi'V 
i   I     *,F,-:0  oOi'sf 


Letter  3vo. 


„,.-  r,,Trc  nEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
UNITED  S  i  A  ;  r-b  PU  nr\\  ivju 

SOIL  CONSURVAmON_SETlVICE 

WnsMnEtOii,  1>.  C.  20250 


Mr. .Lewis  H.    Chittim 
State  Highway  En&iiiC'cr 
Montana  Uir>>ay   Commission 
llelano,   Montana      59601 


Mj.bJ3ft _ „ 

V^i;,ua  ir  -r.'-'AY  C0:..i'.i: 
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JUL  2  3  1371 
HELENA,  MONTANA. 


Re:      I  90-7(lR)364,   BiC  Timber-Grey  cliff 

T   90- (13) 27-35,    St.    Regis-East   «.  V,est 


Dear  Mr.    Chittim: 


«.«   t-nv    vhn  referenced  projects   that 
The  draft   environmental   i^nct  stat e»cnL s  io     Lhc   ie  ere  ^ 

vera   sent   to  Dr.    T.    C.    Byetly   on   June    9,    19/3,    and   J  com:nents. 

deferred   to    the  USDA   Soil  Conservation  Serva.ee  to*   rcMC* 

,  •        c,nnf.P  h-s  no   comment   to  make  on   either   of    these 
The  Soil  Conservation   Service  nas 


raft    environmental    impact    statements . 


draf 


Mr.  A.  B.  Lin  J 


These  tvo  statement,  are  being  sent  to 

tionist  fur  Montana  located  at  Baseman,  Montana,  fen.   

tion.   "  .  ■■ 

Sincerely,     /I 


nford.    State  Conserv; 
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Letter  No.  9 


V*{flil!j{**  DEPARTMENT    OF-    HOUSING    AND    URfJAN    DEVELOPMENT 

\  liiiiiU  /*  '  HEOEMAC  BUILfilNC,  \!>tU  AND  ST0U1   STRCfc'TS 

°'*"w  ,:"*'  DrNVfR,  COi  OUADO    f0/(>;> 

July  :i]|,  .1971 

REGION   VIII 


MONTANA  HIGHWAY  COMMISSION 

R  E  C  E  I  V  E  D 
JUL  16  1971 

Mr.    Grovcr  0.    Powers 

Pix-construction  Engineox 

>-,  vi  ni  ...i,,  ,..,,r  n,.,,...j ..    • . .  L..\m,   mJ  . 

Helena,   Montana    59601 


IN    HI    PLY    DC  fh'H     TO: 

8SM 

1 

v     1         r 

j.  ou  r:  re  1  e  ran  c  0 : 

1  90-1(13)27-35 
St.   Regis-East 
&  West 


Dear  Mr.   Pc 


owers: 


Subject:  Comments 


s  on  Draft  Environmental  Statement  --  Highway 
Construction,  Mineral  County,  Montana 


We  have  reviewed  the  subject  draft  Environmental  Statement  which 
was  transmitted  to  us  by  your  June  21,  1971  letter. 

OMs  Environmental  Statement  provides  sufficient  genera]  infer-  ■ 
mation  concerning  tha  impact  of  the  proposed  project  on  the 
environment  to  enable  as  to  evaluate  this  aspect  of  the  project. 
As  you  know,  BOD  is  primarily  concerned  with  (l)  the  effect  of 
a  proposed  action  on  the  urban  environment  and  (?)  the  consistency 
01  each  actions  with  the  comprehensive  planning  for  the  area. 


Oar  review  has  revealed  no  basis  for  reservations  o-"  comments 
with  regard  to  any  adverse  impact  which  this  «w,^„+  ,,, 
on  the  urban  environment. 


project  may  have 


Sincerol 


it 


Robert  J^-jatusebck 

Special  Assistant 
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Office,  of 
Chief 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

BUREAU  Ol"  MINES 
Intennountain  Field  Operation  Center 
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BUILDING  20 

DENVER   FEDERAL  CENTER 

DENVER,   COLORADO     80?Z5 

July  13,  1971 


Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chittim,  PJA 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Chittim: 

In  reply  to  the  letter  of  Jure  21  from  Grover  0.  Powers  of  your  office, 
wc  have  reviewed  the  draft  environhienf.nl  statement  on  St,  Regis  East 
fc  West,  Project-  1  90-1  (13)  27, 

The  project  location  is  in  the  general  area  covered  in  our  letter  of 
May  3.4  and  our  most  recent  letter,  dated  July  12,  on  the  Drexel  project. 
We  note  that:  physiography  and  geology  section:;  are  include.:!  in   the 
statement  and  that  reference  is  made  on  page  111-6  to  the  fault  system, 
particularly  to  the  Osborn  fault  which  is  intimately  associated  with 
.the  mineral  resources  of  the  area. 

This  office  has  no  objection  to  the  environmental  statement  as  written 
since  neither  the  mineral  resources  nor  mineral  industry  apparently 
will  be  affected. 

Sincerely  yours, 


fcs 


1;a1 


u 


!    ; 


,,-.T_T„      ,..._...,.,    , ,.t __..0,  M.   Bishop.   Chief  / 

I    I    I    I    j    I    I     111    'Intcrmountain  Field  Operation  Center 
TT'TTTTT'  i~T~r 
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x^m\t  iJemnimeni  m  iitmlh 


Helena,-  Montana    59S01 

July  9,  19  71 


Mr.  Lewis  M,  Chittim 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana   59601 


■Dear  Mr.  Chittira: 


Re;   Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Project.  I  90-1(13)27 
St.  Rc};is  East  and  West 
E.S.  71/169 


The  rou<;h  draft,  of  the  environmental  inysct  Gt-nl'.eraer.t 
for  the  above-  mentioned  project:  has  been  reviewed  by  engineers 
in  the  Division  of  Environmental  Sanitation  and  v?as  found  to 
be  satisfactory, 

Sincerely, 


'y  i^^oD-^'S  UrJ-dcs-. 


Donald  G.  k'illens,  P. lb.,  Chief 
Water  Pollution  Control  Section 
Division  of  Environmental  Sanitation 
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i     Letter  No.   12 


>:&::;Xw, 


IN  KKl'LV  I'.I'V'l.H  TO, 

Your   ref ". 

I   90-lU3>27-35 

St.    Regis-East  &  West 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


GEOLOGICAL  SUKVKY 

Denver  Fedora!  Center 

Denver,  Colorado  80225 

Water  Resources  Division 


State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commissi  or 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


.  July  14,  1971 


Dear  Sir: 

We  have,  received  a  copy  of  the  draft;  environmental  .statement  for 
Project  I  90-1(13)27,  St.  Regis  East  &  West,  transmitted  with  your 
letter  of  June  21,  1 971.   We  noticed  that  our  Montana  District 
office  in  Helena  also  received  a  copy  of  the  statement,  and  they 
Mill  reply  directly  to  you  feu:  both  offices.  . 

Yours  very  truly., 


^J--7r^L- 


Hugh  H,  Hudson 
Staff  Hydrologist 


c  c  I 


G,  JJ,  Davis ,  WRD,  Washington,  D.C. 

Code  ;';300  0016,  w/copy  statement 
District  Chief,  WRD,  Helena;,  Montana 
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Letter  No,    13 


DEPARTMCN'I    OF  TRANSPORTATION 
UNITED  STATi:SU:0/\ST  GUARD,/-; 
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JUL  1 5  19/1 


Addit'SS  rc'f.ly  l<>: 
COMMANDL'H   (dma) 
TiiirU'cn'Ji  Con:  t  Guard  Di&ti 
618  Second  Ave. 
Seattle,  Wash,     98104 


3  3  jul  ien 


Mr.  Lewis  M.  Chit tim,  P.  E. 
State  Highway  Engineer 
Montana  Highway  Commission 
Helena,  Montana    59601 

Dear  Mr.  Chit tim: 

The  following  project  has  been  reviewed  by  the  Commander, 
13th  Coast  Guard  District,  Seattle,  V?ashington,  and  it  has 
been  determined  that  said  project  will  have  no  foreseeable, 
significant  impact  upon  U.  S.  Coast  Guard  programs. 

Draft,  dtd  21  June  1971 

I  90-1(13)27-35 

St.    Regis    -   East   and  VJest 

Sincerely , 

^/jLJ  let.    '■'• 


j,  j.  McClelland 


— «*t 


Rear  Admiral,  U.  S,  Coast  Guard 
Commander,  13th  Coast  Guard  District 
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,/DJO     Your  reference:  /<••/<.    /  /,.-.     ■,    ■>•-..•   ,■  V     ■   ,-•> 

1-90-1    (3  3)    27-31)  /S'^i//;,%^-^///-Xv/    >',*„ 

St.    Regis   Hast;   and   West       /&X /,'?/  #:,^:'0''  //j-FB  vM   $/2L 
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Mr,    II.    J.    Anderson 

Director  of  Highways 

Montana  State  Highway  Department 

Sixth  and  Roberts 
Helena.  Montana  59601 


X//V  / 


Dear  Mr.  A 


no  err;  en : 


X. 


<  / 


omments  arc  the  views  of.  this  office  and  do  not  necessarily  represent 
he -views  of  our  Washington  office,  or  die  office  of  the  Secretary  of 


These  are  belated  comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement  and 

Section  4(f)  determination  received  from  Mr,  Chittira  for  the  above 

referenced  highway  project.  We  regret  the  delay  in  providing  consents 

Unfortunately,  other  priorities  prevented  an  earlier  response.   These 

c 

i 

the  Interior 

Our  letter  of  August  3,  197.1,  transmitted  preliminary  comments  on  the 
J';aft  environmental  statement  and  the  project  in  general.   We  deferred 
final  comments  until  completion  of  the  Section  4(f)  deterurj 
ue  received  October  12,  1971. 

Draft  HnvJrojnjncn  tal  St  a  temen  1: 


nation  vmieh 


fhc  draft  statement  could  be  strengthened  from  the  standpoint  of 
recreation  and  related  aesthetic  concerns.   'Our  main  concern,  as  stated 
in  our  earlier  letter,  is  thai:  the  project  may  substantially  restrict 
;.CCt'JS  t0,tl,C  Stl  **&«   Mvcr,  especially  for  auto  passengers.   Considering 
:I,C  lwP°«uncc  of  the  St.  RCflis  River  as  a  recreation  resource  (as  mentioned 
in  pace  j.;./--!  oi  t.nc,   statement)  v,e  would  prefer  that  the  project  provide 


more  than  three  access  points  to  the  river.   We  ant 


nips  to  the  project 
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Letter  No.  15 


A 


I '  I- 


would  li::vc.  a  significant  adverse  impact  on  recreational  use  of  the  river 
by  restricting  access  to  it.   It  would  Keen  appropriate  tc  take  further 
steps  to  minimize  this  probable  impact  by  increasing  the  river  access. 
Apparently,  construction  of  the  project  will  have  a  minima]  impact  on  the  . 
fishery  resource. 

Section  VI  "Alternatives"  does  not  consider  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
alignment  in  the  St.  Regis  ere;;  where  most  of  a  lA-acre  Mineral  County 
park  site  would  ho  taken  for  highway  right-of-way- purposes.   Statements 
on  page  2  of  the  Section  4(f)  determination  indicate  that  your  office 
believes  that  the  taking  of  the  park  site  Is  unavoidable.  If  this  is  the 
case,  then  this  adverse  impact  should  he  discussed  in  the  draft  statement 
under  Section  IV,  "Evaluation  of  Environmental  Impact"  and  especially  under 
Section  V,  "Adverse  Environmental  Effects  That  Cannot  Be  Avoided."  In  its 
present  form,  the  draft  statement  only  briefly  mentions  the  pari:  impact  in 
Section  IV  arid  does  not  discuss  it  at  all  in  Section  V,        '  ' 

Section  4(f)  determination      -  •  .  , 

Our  major  concern  with  the  Section  4(f)  determination  is  the  arrangement 

to  replace:  the  county  pari;  land  with  state:  owned  land  which  is  to  be 
developed  and  administered  by  the  Montana  his'h  and  Game  Commission.   It 
is  difficult  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  determination  satisfies  the 
provisions  of  Section  4(f)  since  no  alternatives  to  the  proposed  alignment 
are  discussed.  '  If  there  is  no  "feasible  and  prudent  alternative"  to  the 
proposed  alignment*,  we  believe  the  arrangement  for  replacing  the  county 
park  land  would  be  satisfactory  if  the  costs  of  developing  the  View  site 
are  met  fully  with  highway' project  funds,  we  view  this  condition  as 
justifiable  since  highway  project  funds  arc;  being  used  to  eliminate  existing 
nark  land  and  since  apparently  the  replacement  land  will  be  made  available 
for  recreation  at.  no  cost  to  the  state  highway  department.   If  the  intent 
of  section  /((f)  is  to  he  met,  our  view  js  that  all  costs  of  recreation 
development  at  i.het  replacement  site  should  be  paid  with  highway  project 
funds i 


This  point  5s  of  particular  concern  since  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  Hie  Land  and  Hater  Conservation  Fund,  shares  the  cost  of  numerous 
recreation  development  projects  sponsored  by  the  Montana  State  Fish  and 
Came  Department,  We  do  not  believe  the  Fish  and  Game  Department  should 
pay  for  developing  facilities  which  are  being " developed  soley  to  mitigate  ■ 
the  impact  of  highway  construction  per  Section  4(f)  requirements.   If  this 
occurred,  the  band  and  Water  Conservation  Fund  might  also  be  usud  to  pay  for 
.  the  mitigation  of.    the-  impact  of  the  highway  project,   Re  believe  our  views 
are  consistent  with  the  intent,  of  Section  4(f). 


f;>- 


In  the  future,  views  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  on  Draft 
Environmental  Statements  should  he  solicited  by  submitting  13  copies 
(20  if  accompanied  by  a  Section  4(f)  determination)  to  Mr.  John  VJ.  Larson, 
Ar.oistant  Secretory  of  the  Interior  for  Urogram  Policy,  Washington,  D.C, 
0  02/^0   This  concurs  with  the  procedures • of  tire  Federal  Highway  Adminis- 
tration as  stated  in  PPM  90-1,  Appendix  G~5,  which  the  Deportment  of  the 
Interior  is  now  following.   This  procedure  will  result  in  the  consolidation 
of  all  Interior  agency  views  into  one  Departmental  response. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  provide  preliminary  comments. 

Sincerely  yours. 
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/Ic.-,--- 


■Ii-c^JN 


Maurice  H.  Lundy 
Regional  DireetO' 


DrAo.  K-cCfl.  Preconst/^r^?Z>i.Ci. 
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